June 19, 1897. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 41.] 567 








“ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 
4 INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 
FOR SEA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
Foxps, £4,000,000. Crams Parp, £38,000,000. 


FIRE. 
INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 
PROPERTY of almost every description, at Moderate Rates. 


LIFE. 
DEATH DUTY POLICIES—Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 


madertey: 5). ; 
MIDLAND RAILWAY HOTELS, 


LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND .- St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
ae cab fare of ons ook pee ae Inns of Court, 


a 








VOL. XLI., No. 34. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, JUNE 19, 1897. 





*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, aud 
copies should be kept ot all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 





Contents. 


Law Soorerres 
Covat Parmuns. 
Lueat News 





Soricrrors as “ Orricers”’ or a Com- 
PANY . corseeee 570 

Tux lesun © or > Guanes A ATA a Duscoewr 571 

Reviews 572 











- | ComnEsPONDENCE 


Tr Application 
ee WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


; “qurorrant : T0 SOLICITORS 
4 xX « LEASES or MORTGAGES of x 
4 LICENSED PROPERTY 
’ To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
' §nitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
_ THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, "B.C. 


| Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
1 special valuation and at low rates. 


[ALLIANCE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 


Established 1824. ital, £5,000,000 Si 0 
Heap Orrice: BARTHO W LANE, LONDON, 
oes. RIGH HT HON. LORD ae ace 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C.; 
RPOLK STREET, STRAND, 3, MINCING LANE. EC. 
Lire awpd Fine ‘IwsvRances at ee Rares, 


Life Policies free from ictions, = Perfect eg woe 

i forms of rT have been Tor pay am f ESTATE DU DUTIES. 
ae OLICIES 

LEWIS, Chief Secretary. 


'ASEHOLD AND SINE EN 
a... on application. 

LEGAL AND GEN maa oe ASSURANCE 

SOCIETY. 











Loxpox —o 








ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS : - - . - 
INCOME - - : - . 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - 
BUSINESS IN FORCE : : 


£ 3,000,000 
£373,000 
#1,000,000 
£11,000,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wrrnovr Prortrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies ave very moderate. 





“Age { "Premium Premium 


41 16 % 


Age | 
30 


Age | Premium 


20 | £17 8%, 40° | 10°. 
£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 


Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortalicy. 


Duration ae 10 yrs. 





| 20 yrs. 
£1,438 





30 yrs. | 
£1, 724 


40 yrs. 
| £2,067 


| Amount of Policy £1,199 





Next Bonus as at 3lst December, 1901. 





OFFICES: 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





Cases Reported this Week. 


ee, Guardians of the Poor of St. Olave’s 

In the Solicitors’ Journal. Union (Appellants) v. Guardians of 
the Poor of the erry Union 
(Respondents)... 

Harris v. Sleep ... 


Magnolia Metal Co.’s Trade-Marks, Re 573 . a6 
Lord Gerard (Appellant) ; ; ; Kent Ooanty 
Respondents) 531 


Rowland & Marwood’s Steamship Co. 


In the Weekly Reporter. 
Estate Duty payable on the Death of 
the Second Earl Cowley, In re......... 
Fortescue v. Mercantile Bank of 














CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Vicrorta Pension Fund waxes famously. It has now 
reached £7,174 5s.; the contributions for the woek including 
100 guineas from Messrs. Frere, Onotmetzy, & Oo., and two 
sums of 50 ar Messrs, Wannens and Messrs. OoutyEr- 


Bristow & 

Tue uist of ap for the present sittings contains a total of 
101 appeals, of Phe 42 are from the Division, 4 from 
the Lancaster Palatine Oourt, 44 from the Queen’s Bench 
Division, 3 from the Probate, &c., Division, 3 appeals in bank- 
ruptcy, and 5 cases in the New Trial Paper. The total of appeals 
at the commencement of the last sittings was 85 and a year 
ago 94. 


In THE © Division the actions and matters before the 
five judges comprise 147 before Norrn, J.; 119 before Srrativa, 
J.; 111 before Kzexewicn, J.; 157 before Ross, J.; and 170 
before Byawz, J., making a total of 704 actions and 
compared with a ‘total of 667 at the commencement of the 
sittings and 545 a year ago. We have ages to draw attention 
to the steady and remarkable increase of the business of this 
branch of the court. There are 56 winding up actions and 
matters before Mr. Justice Vavenan WILLIAMs., 
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sittings . During the fortnight devoted to the witness 
lists ola (including ex parte motions, but not a 
motions relating to the mement of the trial or hearing o 
any cause or matter in his lordship’s list), and a 
petitions will be heard for Mr. Justice Nortn by Mr. Justice 
Romer, for Mr. Justice Strztinc by Mr. Justice Kexewicn, for 
Mr. Justice Kexewicn by Mr. Justice Srmmuime, and for Mr. 
Justice Romer by Mr. Justice Norrx. 





Tue Lorp Mayor, at the judges’ banquet on Wednesday, 
put in a rather original way the old cry for cheap law, and 
combined it with a suggestion of a somewhat novel kind of 
justice. He said that ‘‘ some one once observed to OnArtes Lams 
that the law was open to every man. ‘ Yes,’ he replied, ‘and 
so is the London Tavern.’ He thought he meant that it was an 
entertainment that was open to everybody, but that it was rather 
an iveone, Certainly those who lost came to the con- 
clusion that they would be better without it, and those who won 
thought with the old French general, ‘Another such victory, 
and we are undone!’ And he added that “he could not but 
admire the genius, the common sense, and even the knowledge of 
law of the judges ; but, after all, law should be based on common 
sense. The man who summed up according to common sense, 
and who decided according to common sense, did not go any 
more wrong than he who only took the absolute legal view of 
the situation.” That is to say, the Lord Mayor, to judge from 
his observations, is of opinion that, in order to gain the confi- 
dence of the City, the 
mented by a Cadi sitting under a palm tree in the courtyard of 
the Royal Courts and administering justice, without regard to 
“the sheolute legal view of the situation,” and solely according 
to the dictates of his own common sense. That might sometimes 
be cheap and quick law; but has the Lord Mayor considered 
that a great part of the cost of legal proceedings arises from 
charges for witnesses and fees to leading counsel, and that a 
great part of our English law is contained in Acts of Parlia- 
ment, the provisions of which are not always consonant with 
common sense? Is the Cadi to decide without evidence and 
without the agsistance of counsel? [If not, then the proceed- 
ings will be costly. Is the Cadi to know his statute law and 
to be bound by it? Then he cannot decide quickly, since 
he will have to consider and construe provisions of the most 
ambiguous and often conflicting description. Nor can he give 
his common sense free play, since he will have to observe the 
rules laid down by Parliament. There is more difficulty in the 
question of cheap and common-sense law than the Lord Mayor 
appears to have supposed in his airy observations. 





A coRREsPoNDENT draws attention to a matter which is 
certainly of great importance. The official certificate of the 
searches in the Registry of Judgments under the Convey- 
ancing Act, 1882, section 2, is strictly limited in practice to 
search in the name of the person whose “ usual or last known 
_ of abode”’ is given in the requisition for search. The 
of requisition given in the appendix to the rules made 
under the above-mentioned section requires the ‘‘ usual or last 
mentioned place of abode” of the person against whom the 
search is to be made to be given, and apparently does not 
contemplate more than one place of abode being given. The 
ee address specified in the requisition is usually, we 
ine, that given in the draft conveyance or mortgage about 

to be executed. But the person against whom the search is 
required may have another address besides the one stated in 
the requisition, and judgments, &c., may be registered against 
him in that other address only. Joun Samir may be described 
in the requisition by the address of his private house, but he 
may have a business address, and the certificate of search is no 
guarantee whatever that there are no judgments, &c., registered 
against him described as of his business address. Our corre- 


spondent was careful to add to the addresses given in the re- 
quisition for search, the words “and of other addresses,” but 
no notice was taken of this, and search was only made in the 
- mames of the persons according to the addresses given. The moral 

appears to be, either to make careful enquiries whether the 


mmercial Court needs to be supple- | porti 


vendor or m has two addresses, and if he has, to send 
in a requirement for official search under each address, or to dis- 
continue the requirement of official searches, and search against 
the name of the vendor without regard to the address —which 
might be practicable in some names, but would certainly not be 
so in such names as Suir, Brown, Jonzs and Rosinson ; or for 
the office to institute a separate form of requirement for official 
search in a name, without regard to the address, at a slightly 
increased fee. It is, at all events, obviously necessary for the 
purchaser’s or m: ’s solicitor, before making the searches 
or requiring an official search, to ascertain whether the vendor 
or mortgagor has any other address than that stated in the 
draft conveyance or mortgage. 





Tue casE of Harris v. Northamptonshire County Council, decided 
by Byryz, J., on the 28th of May, settles a point of importance 
to highway authorities which had been left open by previous 
decisions. The action was brought to raise the question of the 
power of a county council to remove an obstruction on the 
roadside waste adjoining the metalled of a main road 
without previously obtaining a legal decision as to the existence 
of the obstruction. Several cases bear upon the point at issue, 
but none appear to have precisely decided it. Zurner v. Ringwood 
Highway Board (L.R. 9 Eq. 418) is an authority that the public 
are entitled to have the whole space dedicated as a hi kway | 

the whole 


kept free from obstructtor—that is, in ordinary cases, 
of She ground between the fences, and not merely the metalled 
ion of the road. Again, in Curtis v. Kesteven County Council 


(60 L. J. Ch. 103), Norru, J., expressly decided that the road- 
side waste is distinct from the road itself, and is not vested in 
the county council by section 11 (1) of the Local Government 
Act, 1888, so that the herbage and trees growing upon it 
remain the property of the owner of the soil, although the 
council have the pee of asserting the right of the public to 
the enjoyment of the waste. Prior to the passing of the Local 
Government Act, 1894, doubts had been felt as to the power of 
a highway authority to remove an obstruction without first 
obtaining a legal decision that what is complained of is an 
obstruction (see the remarks of Jzsszt, M.R., in Bagshaw v. Buxton 
Local Board of Health, 1 Oh. D., at pp. 223, 224). But section 
26 of the last-mentioned Act casts upon district councils (as 
highway authorities) the duty of protecting public rights of 
way, and empowers them to take such steps as they deem expe- 
dient for the purpose ; and if they fail in the performance of 
this duty, the county council may assume to itself the powers 
of the district council and act in their place. In Reynolds v. 
Presteign Urban District Councii (1896, 1 Q. B. 604) the local 
authority had removed certain obstructions to a highway with- 
out first proceeding by action or indictment, and it was held by 
Lord Russztt of Killowen, O.J., and Wxicut, J., that they were 
within their powers in so doing: but in that case the court seem 
to have decided upon the ground that the highway in question 
was vested in the district council by section 149 of the Pablic 
Health Act, 1875. If this was the ground of the decision, it did 
not carry the defendants in Harris v. Northamptonshire County 
Council far enough ; for the obstruction was upon the roadside { 
waste, which according to Curtis v. Kesteven is not vested in the 
county council. But Byrve, J., has decided that the fact of the 
vesting is not decisive of the right to remove the obstruction. 
This decision (when duly reported) will probably be largely 
acted upon, for cases of obstruction are very common and are 
often the subject of keen interest in the locality. It must of 
course be borne in mind that an authority which removes an 
apparent obstruction without first acne | the question before 

a competent tribunal runs considerable risk of being mulcted in 
damages at the suit of the alleged obstructor, if he is able to shew 
that there is no obstructicn or that the locus in quo is not part of 


the highway. 


Tue supcments of Layprtey and A. L. Smirn, L.JJ., in Re 
Williams (45 W. R. 519), taken with the elaborate dissentient 
judgment of Ricsy, L.J., will probably be found to leave the 
law as to precatory trusts in an unsatisfactory state. The general 
principles as to precatory trusts are well established, and it is 
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also well-known that the courts in modern times have set them- 
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selves against the creation of trusts where a testator has not 
ex ~ his wishes in clear and unambiguous language. 
Equitable obligations, whether trusts or conditions, says Linp- 
Ley, L.J., can be imposed by any language which is clezr enough 
to shew an intention to impose an obligation, and is definite 
enough to enable the court to ascertain what the precise obliga- 
tion is and in whose favour it is to be performed. In other 
words, there must be language creating an obligation, or ex- 
pressing a command by the testator as opposed to a mere 
suggestion ; the property affected must be certain and so also 
must be the persons who are to benefit. In many cases the trust 
has been prevented by a failure in the certainty either of the 
property affected or of the persons who are to take, but in the 
present case there was no such uncertainty, and the case is sin- 

lar in that the use of the words “ in fullest confidence” was 
held to be insufficient to satisfy the requirement that the expres- 
sion of the testator’s wishes must be equivalent to a 
command. Had the words occurred alone, it seems that Linp.ey, 
L.J., would have regarded them as imperative. There is 
abundant authority, he observed, for saying that if property is 
left to a person in confidence that he will « e of it in a par- 
ticular way as to which there is no ambiguity, such words are 
amply sufficient to impose an obligation. And subsequently : 
“A trust is really nothing except a confidence reposed by one 
person in another and enforceable in a court of equity.” 
Ricsy, L.J., carried the same idea further by pointing out that 
a precatory trust does not in principle differ from er other 
trust. The pbrase, he said, is nothing more than a eading 
nickname. ‘‘ When a trust is once established it is equally a 
trust, and has all the effects and incidents of a trust, whether 
clearly declared in imperative terms by a testator or deduced 
from consideration of the whole will from language not 
amounting necessarily and in its primd facie meaning to an 
imperative trust.” It is in every case a matter of construction. 
If ordinary words of trust are used there is no difficulty. The 
trust is clear. If other words are used, they have to be con- 
sidered with reference to the whole will, and it has to be 
determined whether the testator did or did not intend to leave 
a discretion to the donee. In the present case he had used the 
words ‘‘in fullest confidence,’ but elsewhere he introduced the 
usual words “in trust,” thus implying some distinction, and 
there were other circumstances which led the majority of the 
Court of Appeal to hold that the gift was free from any trust or 
condition. Riosy, L.J., on the other hand, gave to the words 
of the will the meaning which they might naturally be ee 
to bear, and held that they imposed an obligation on the donee 


of the property. ‘‘In fullest confi ” is, perhaps, as far as | 
a testator oom o short of usin st,” and the fact | 
thai § failed to impose an obligation is note- 





D. 
worthy in the history of precatory trusts. 





A man was convicted this week at the North London Sessions 
of trying to blackmail the proprietor of a licensed public-house 
in Paddington. He falsely pretended to be a Scotland-yard 
detective, and alleged that he had been watching the house and 
had discovered that gambling was allowed on the premises, but 
he expressed his readiness to keep his discovery secret from the 
authorities if he received a substantial bribe. It is clear that 
the prisoner might have been charged with several distinct 
crimes, but perhaps it is not as well known as it ought to be 
that it is an offence merely to personate a member of the 
Metropolitan Police Force with any unlawful object. It is an 
offence which is probably often committed, but which is seldom 
brought to light, as it is generally committed in order to 
obtain from a person who has something to hide money which 
that person thinks will close the mouth of an inconveniently 
curious policeman. It is certainly an offence which may lead 
to much mischief, and of which serious notice should be taken 
by the magistrates when a case is brought to light. Therefore 
it seems strange that outside the Metropolis a person who per- 
sonates a constable with an unlawful object does not necessarily 
infringe the law or make himself liable to any sort of penalty. 
In London the matter is dealt with by section 17 of 2 & 3 Vi 

a 


c. 47, which provides that ‘‘ every person, not being 


E 


sion any article being part of the clothing, accoutrements, or 
appointments supplied to any such constable, and who shall not 
be able satisfactorily to account for his possession thereof, or 
who shall put on the dress, or take the name, designation, or 
character of any person appointed as such constable, for the par- 
pose of thereby obtaining admission into any house or other : 
or of doing or procuring to be done any act which such person 
would not be entitled to do or to be done of his own 
authority, or for any other ll ato urpose, shall, in addi- 
tion to any other punishment to which he may be liable for 
such ao be liable to a penalty of not more than ten 
pounds,” 





Wuere 4 contract of employment contains an arbitration 
clause, it is frequently important to know whether this interferes 
with the power of the employer to dismies the employee for 
alleged misconduct, or whether the allegation of misconduct is a 
matter in difference between the ies which must be referred 
to arbitration before it can be © a ground for dismissal. In 
the latter case a dismissal before arbitration makes the employer 
liable to an action, and the arbitration clause breaks down just 
when it is most needed. Yet this seems to have been the result 
of the decision of the Court of Appeal in Davis v. Starr 
(37 W. R. 481, 41 Ch. D. 242). There, before the term of 
the employment expired, the defendant dismissed the plain- 
tiff for misconduct, and gave notice to refer the matters in 
dispute to arbitration; but among the matters in dispute he 
did not specify the dismissal of the plaintiff. Both parties 
appointed arbitrators, but before anything further was 
done the plaintiff brought the action to restrain the defen- 
dant from dismissing him and <r another per- 
son in his place. The defendant to stay proceedings 
in the action, on the ground of the agreement to refer all 
matters to arbitration; but he failed, the Court of A 
being of opinion that he had anticipated the arbitration by 
dismissing the plaintiff, and that he had therefore exposed 
himself to an action. Moreover, after the action had been com: 
menced, it was too late for the defendant to withdraw the 
dismissal in order that the matters on which,it was based might 
be included in the arbitration. It is obvious that, if this 
case is to be treated as laying down any general rule, the 
position of an employer under an arbitration clause is 
unsatisfactory ; and in the recent case of Renshaw v. Queen Anne 
Mansions Co. (45 W. R. 487) it has been “distinguished” in 
a manner which seems to deprive it of any im 
authority. In the latter case the defendants agreed in writing 
to employ the plaintiff for five years, but the plaintiff was to be 
liable to dismissal at any time 7 one misconduct. It was 

rovided that any dispute should referred to arbitration. 


e defendants dismissed the plaintiff for alleged gross mis- 
conduct, and upon the plaintiff bringing.an action for 
dismissal, it was held that it o ht to be stayed under section 4 
of the Arbitration Act, 1889. e dismissal, Lord Esuxr, M.R., 


pointed out, might be a breach of contract, but it did not put an 
end to the contract so as to render the arbitration clause in- 
operative. It simply constituted a matter in ute between 
© parties to which that clause was applicable. us in cases 
where the clause has been inserted in a contract of em loyment 
the employer, if he conceives he has good ground for 

need not hesitate to act upon it through fear of losing the benefit 
of the arbitration. 
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on Auctions, 6th ed., p. 12:). With respect to such an arrange- 


ment, Gurney, B., used very emphatic language in Levi v. Levi 
(6 O. & P. 239), remarking that owners of goods had a right to 
expect an open competition from the public, and that persons 
who went to an auction upon an agreement of the kind 
described were guilty of an indictable offence, and might be 
tried for a conspiracy. This, however, was merely a nisi prius 
dictum, and courts of equity, where it might be supposed ideas of 
morality would be at least as strict, have taken a different view. 
It was, indeed, said by Lord Sr. Lzonarps in his Vendors and 
Purchasers, 13th ed., p. 93, that an agreement between parties 
not to bid against cach other was a fraud which would avoid 
the sale; but this was repudiated by Romitry, M.R., in Re Carew’s 
Estate (26 Beav. 187). In that case a sale was made under the 
direction of the court at a reserve of £600. Two persons agreed 
not to bid against each other but that one should buy the lot if 
it could be got for £1,500, and that it should then be divided 
between them, It was bought by one of them for £650, and 
upon an application to re-open the sale Sir Jonn Romi.ty said 
he was not aware of any principle which would make such an 
agreement inequitable. The real point was that the vendors 
did not know the value of the property or they would have fixed 
a much higher reserve price. The same judge recurred to this 
consideration in Hefer v. Martyn (15 W. R. 390), where, after 
admitting the apparent hardship upon the vendor of an agree- 
ment between intending bidders which had the effect of lowering 
the sale price, he observed that the remedy was to fix a proper 
reserve price. The question has arisen recently in the case of 
' Leopard v. Litoun, where one of the parties to a knock-out 
agreement sued the other for the profit which he expected to 
have made, and the county court judge, recurring to the opinion 
of Gurney, B., held that the agreement amounted at law toa 
conspiracy to cheat the vendors, and that the contract between 
the ,parties was void for illegality. The Divisional Court 
(GrantHam and Wrhicnt, JJ., ante, p. 545), however, followed 
the established rule that there is nothing illegal in a knock-out, 
and sent the case back for a new trial. It is, after all, simply a 
contest between the vendor and the intending bidders, and 
where the bidders are so few as to be able to control the sale, 
the vendor must protect himself by naming an adequate 
reserve. 
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SOLICITORS AS “OFFICERS” OF A COMPANY, 


WE printed last week (ante, p. 558) a letter from a correspondent 
raising the important question whether a solicitor who under- 
takes to attend the board meetings of a company, and who is to 
be paid for his attendance by an annual fee, becomes an 
“ officer ” of the cothpany within the meaning of section 165 of 
the Companies Act, 1862, and section 10 of the Act of 1890. 
Primé facie a solicitor is not an officer of a company: Carter’s 
case (31 Ch. D. 496). In the earlier case of Re Imperial Land 
Co of Marseilles (L. R. 10 Eq. 298) it was held by Matins, V.C., 
that a banker was not an officer within section 165, and in 
Carter’s case Pxarson, J., treated the solicitor as being on a 


similar footing. “To my mind,” he said, ‘a solicitor stands in 
| the same position towards the company as a banker does. The 


‘ solicitor does certain business for the company which the com- 
pany applies to him to do from time to time at the ordinary 
remuneration just as other clients do. I am at a loss tosee how 
a solicitor, by taking upon himself that professional duty, puts 
himself in any other relationship to the company than he stands 

, in to his other clients. They come to him when they want him. 

1 They can discharge him or cease to send him work. They can 

! company as and when they please. His remuneration is 
not a salary = to him asan officer, but the ordinary re- 

‘ muneration which, according to the ordinary well-established 
j scale of fees, he is entitled to demand either from a company or 
& private individual who is his client.” But the language of the 
passage clearly shews that the decision can be relied on only 
when the relation of solicitor and client is strictly 
adhered to, and there may be circumstances which will convert 
the solicitor into an officer of the company. This was pointed 
out by Linptey, L.J. in Re Western Counties Steam Bakeries Co., 
arg (45 W. R. 418) where he referred to the two cases 
ust cited 





—== 
solicitors. Primd facie such persons are not officers, but they 
may be appointed to an office, and then they will fail 
within the summary jurisdiction of the Companies Acts. The 
question is how this change in the position of a solicitor ig 
effected. 

The decisions in the well-known cases of Re London and General 
Bank (44 W. R. 80; 1895, 2 Ch. 166) and Re Kingston Cotton 
Mili Co. (44 W. R, 210; 1896, 1 Ch. 6), relating to auditors, 
depended very largely upon special provisions with respect to 
the employment of such persons. In the former case the com- 
pany was subject to the provisions of section 7 of the Companies 
Act, 1879, and the auditors had to be appointed by the company 
in general meeting, and their employment was clearly alluded 
to in the Act as constituting an office. The auditor, said 
Linvtey, L.J., is appointed by the company, he is paid by the 
company, and his position is described in the section as that of 
an officer of the compaty, although he is not a servant of the 
directors, but, on the contrary, is appointed by the company to 
check the directors. And Kay, LJ., laid stress upon the 
statutory position of the auditor as an officer of the company, 
and met the objection that he has no control of the funds of the 
company and cannot therefore be guilty of misappropriation, by | 
pointing out that section 10 of the Act of 1890 applies to mis- | 
feasance as well as to misappropriation. In 2s Kingston Cotton 
Mill Co. the Act of 1879 did not apply, but the company was 
subject to articles of association which contain x1 clauses similar 
to the audit clauses in Table A, which, in the same manner 
as section 7 of the Act of 1879, require the au litor to be elected 
by the company and speak of him as holding an offive in the 
company. Hence, in the Court of Appeal it was considered ; 
sufficient to decide the case simply on the authority of 2s London 
and General Bank. Vaucuan Witt1ams, J., befure whom the 
case first came, also laid emphasis on the fuct that the auditors 
had a duty imposed upon them by the articles, a duty the per- 
formance of which would necessarily be the basis of the action of | 
the shareholders in reference to the annual declaration or non- | 
declaration of a dividend. 


The case of Re Western Counties Bakeries Co. (Limited) (supra) 
depended on different considerations, the question there being 
whether auditors who had been engaged by the chairman of the 
board to do a particular piece of auditing had thereby become 
auditors of the company de facto, and were subject to the same 
liabilities as though they filled the office de jure under a regular 
appointment by the company. But some remarks in the judg- 
ments are important. An auditor, said Linprey, L.J., may or 
may not be an officer of the company. So may anybody else— 
¢.g., &@ banker or solicitor, though primd facie such persons are 
not officers. But to be an officer, he added, there must be an 
office, and an office imports a recognized position, with rights 
and duties annexed to it. And Riesy, L.J., emphasized the 
fact that the auditors whose employment was in question had no 
rights, and were simply servarts who could be dismissed at any 
moment. Officers, he said, must hold an office, and could only 
be removed for just cause. 

The only case in which a solicitor has been held to be an 
officer of a company appears to be Re Liberator Building Society 
(71 L. T. 406), and there the circumstances were just the reverse 
of those suggested by Pzarson, J., in Re Carter (supra). The 
solicitor was not acting in the ordinary relation of solicitor and 
client, receiving the usual professional remuneration for every 
piece of business done, and liable to have the connection ter- 
minated at any moment. He was appointed solicitor to the 
society at a salary of £1,650 a year, out of which he was to 
provide offices, clerks, stationery, and all post and petty 
expenses ; and he was to pay over to the society all fees and 
costs paid to him by members of the society. Cave, J., in deciding 
that the solicitor thus made himself an officer of the society, 
pointed out the distinction between the present case and Re 
Carter. With that case he entirely agreed. Merely because a 
man is appointed solicitor to a company, without more, he does 
not become an officer of the company any more than a banker 
does if he is appointed banker to the company, or a broker if heis 
appointed broker tothe company. The learned judge also added 
‘‘or the auditor if he is appointed auditor to the society,” a 
remark which must now be construed with reference to the 
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as laying down the ordinary rule for bankers and | recent decisions on the position of an auditor. As we haveseen, 
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however, they depend upon the conditions — on the = capital being £30,000 divided into 6,000 shares of 25 
employment of the auditor, either by statute or by the regula- | each. Of these shares ten were paid for in cash. The 
lations of the company. But, continued Oave, J., the position | rest were issued to the vendor under a duly registered agree- 
of the solicitor is altered when he agrees to forego| ment. In the following June the capital was by special 
his ordinary right of refusing to take up any particular resolution increased to £40,000 by the creation of 2,000 
ral business offered to him, and agrees to do all the | additional shares of £5 each, and at the same time new 
ton society’s work for a fixed salary, and either to take of association were adopted in place of those contained in Table 
no fees from members of the society, or if he does to hand them| A. By article 4 the shares were placed under the control of the 


rs » 
. ‘ over to the society. He is no longer an independent solicitor, directors, who were empowered to allot them on such terms as 
capable of exercising his discretion as to accepting or refusing | they should think fit, and either at a discount, premium, or 


any particular piece of business, and, in the view of Cavs, J., otherwise; by articles 41 and 42, the company might from 
the change was of such a kind as to constitute the solicitor an | time to time increase the capital by the creation of new 
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ed officer of the society. With this result Corzins, J., agreed. and the new shares might be issued with such rights and 
rectors should determine; and article 40, 


Ordinarily, he pointed out, the solicitor of the company is not | privileges as the di 
there to carry out the purposes for which the company exists. | which provided in the usual manner for the distribution of 


Hoe is an independent person to giye them independent advice. | surplus assets in the event of a winding up, stated that the 
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he 








































of 
he Moreover in the case in question the solicitor was not merely | clause was to be without, prejudice to the rights of the holders 
to acting assuch. He took part in the financial affairs of the | of shares issued upon conditions. July, 1886, the 
he society, and was ultimately appointed financial manager. From directors determined to issue 300 debentures of £10 each and 
ny, | the time of this appointment he was clearly an officer of the | to allot to the subscriber for each debenture two fully-paid 
he society, and even before that time his departure from the strict | bonus shares of £5 each. This course was — an 
by duties of a solicitor made it easy to ascribe to him the same | extraordinary meeting of the company, and 250 de and 
is- | position. 500 bonus shares were issued, all the bonus shares except ten 
ton It is obvious that the above cases leave it somewhat indefinite | being issued under filed contracts. In November, 1886, 
hod what variation upon the ordinary mode of employment of a the capital was further increased by £25,000 by the creation of 
lar solicitor will change him from an independent adviser into an 5,000 additional shares of £5 each, but an attempt to dispose of 
ner officer of the company. The articles may be so drawn as to | these at £1 failed, and they were ultimately issued at 10s. 
ied. create an office of solicitor, but this is not customary, ‘and the | each—that is, at a discount of £4 10s. In 1888 a final increase 
he considerations which were decisive in Re London and General | of the capital to £100,000 was effected by the creation of 7,000 
ed Bank and in Re Kingston Cotton Mill Co, do not govern the case | Shares of £5 each with a preferential dividend of 7 per vent. 
lon of a solicitor. So long as he retains entire independence and The course of subsequent decisions made it appear to the 
ren ' al charges TOF Wor directors that the holders of the discount shares—and these 
ors AGL 's perfectly 8 included 900 of the shares issued upon the first increase of 
er- ly ts erator Building y capital—and of the bonus shares were in a dangerous position, 
of other extreme. An office of solicitor was created, an annual and a circular was sent out recommending a surrender of bonus 
n- salary was attached to it, and the solicitor was bound to conduct shares and an exchange of discount shares for preference shares 
all the legal work of the society. Our correspondent, in the | % the rate of ten discount shares for one preference share ; but 
ra) letter to which we have referred, puts an intermediate case. | the suggestion was not adopted by the a Wetror, and 
ng The only work to be included in the annual salary is the regular at the date of the winding-up in 1892 he. 215 bonus shares 
he attendance at board meetings. All work arising out of the and 4,460 discount shares. the winding-up two calls were 
me operations of the board which the solicitor might be instructed made, amounting together to £2 15s., on the bonus and discount 
me to perform would be charged for separately in the usual | shares for the purpose of satisfying the liabilities of the com- 
lar manner. It — to us that it would be a very strong pany and of Aen eB sa and as to these calls no 
g- measure to hol that a solicitor engaged upon these terms question arose. But the liq then ed to call up 
or becomes an officer of the company, and a measure not warranted | t2e whole of the remaining amount unpaid on. the shares in 
— by any of the above cases. It is, of course, assumed that at his | 0Tder to create fund which would distributable among 
ire attendances at the board meetings he carefully restricts himself the shareholders, and this claim gave rise to the litigation. 
an to advising on legal pointe, and does not in any way influence| It has, of course, been finally settled that no shares can be 
ants the board in matters of general business. The only circum- issued at & discount as against creditors; that is, that in a 
he stances which raise suspicion are the yearly engagement and the | winding up creditors are entitled to insist that every share shall 
no yearly salary. The former difficulty can be overcome by mak- prek 9 up to its full nominal value, a perpen which must be 
ny \| ing the engagement terminable on either side at pleasure, and e in cash unless ps ages in some mode has been made 
aly it can hardly be contended that the mere arrangement for pay- under the protection of & registered contract. But when the 
ment by a yearly salary turns the solicitor into an officer of the | liabilities of the company have been a rights of 
an company. No such office as legal assessor at the board meet- | creditors are oxhosstel, and any further of 
sty ings is created by the company at all comparable to the office of | the winding up may be classed as liabilities—can only be made 
rse auditor. The solicitor is simply giving his advice as an inde- | for the purpose of ate the rights of the shareholders énéer 
‘he pendent solicitor, and the mode of his pra is a matter of | s. This gave room for the ap ible argument u which 
nd convenience. It would seriously disturb the relations between | Lord Hxrscrett founded his tient judgment. rights 
ry companies and their solicitors if such an arrangement as our| of the shareholders inter s are Pay what the 
er- correspondent describes converted the solicitor into an officer of | choose to make them, and it is not the liquidator to interfere 
he the company, and we do not believe the court would take any | and enforce equality of rights when the shareholders have bar- 
to | such view. gained for inequality. In Lord Hurscuett’s view the require- 
tty | ment of full yment on all shares. is imposed solely in the 
nd | interest of creditors, and when the oeditors ro se ay 
en tne uirement ceases to operate. Section 
| THE ISSUE OF SHARES AT A DISCOUNT. of 1862, indeed, authorizes the making of calls upon contribu- 
Re* Tz decision of the House of Lords in Welton v. Saffry, a8 we tories (inter alia) “hen doo aijesienans oh of contribu- 
oa noticed at the time it was given (ante, p. 398), carries to its | tories amongst themselves,” but what these are, says Lord 
68 logical conclusion the sons that shares in &@ oe ond HERSOHELL, is not determined by any enactment of the Oom- 
cer established under the Companies Acts with limited ney | panies Act. “It is not provided that, for the purpose of such 
9 is cannot be issued at a discount, but the publication of the an adjustment, every member shall be liable to contribute to the 
led text of the judgments which were delivered makes it interesting | assets of the company such a sum as will make re of 
@ to notice more in detail the reasoning upon which they were each member the same in of each share holds. 
he based. The Railway Time-Tables Publishing Co. was regis- | How, then, are the rights of contributories inter se to be ascer- 
tered in January, 1886, as a company with limited liability, the tained? I reply, from the terms of the articles of association of 
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the company and the acts done by the company under the 
powers conferred by them.” 

Of course it can be readily admitted that the rights of share- 
holders inter se are not determined by the Companies Acts. 
They are to be found in the articles of association, and the 
shareholders can make them just what they please, provided 
proper steps are taken to that end. But if the Legislature has 
in effect provided that shares are not to be issued at a discount, 
then the shareholders cannot settle their mutual rights by an 
arrangement under which shares are to be so issued. It all 
comes back to this—how far the rule against the issue of shares 
ata discount is to becarried. Lord Herscnett says it only 
applies so long as there are creditors to be affected by it. Put 
the creditors out of the way, and the issue at a discount is 

ectly regular. The issue becomes simply a means of regu- 
ating the rights of the shareholders among themselves. If it 
has se arranged that certain members shall pay only 10s. 
each for £5 shares, those are the terms upon which they are to 
be admitted to equality with other members, and to make a call 
on them would be to alter the rights which have thus been settled. 
The argument is stated very clearly in the judgment of Lord 
Davsy. As between themselves the shareholders are bound to 
give effect to the contract on which the discount shares are 
issued so far as they legally can do so, and although that con- 
tract cannot have effect given to it as against creditors, there is 
no legal principle which should prevent the court from giving 
effect to it inter socios ; and, further, that the rights of contribu- 
tories inter se must be determined with reference to that con- 
tract. But, however plausible the ~ yo as thus stated may be, 
Lord Davey did not accede to it.- It misses the point at which 
the shareholders are entitled to intervene and to arrange their 
mutual rights. They have full power to settle these rights as 
they please, but attention must be paid in the first place to the 
fundamental condition upon which they are allowed to become 
shareholders and to acquire rights in the company at all, and it 
is only subsequently that they can arrange their respective rights 
as to capital or dividend. 

This fundamental condition depends upon the memorandum 
of association and upon the requirements of section 8 of the Act 
of 1862 that the memorandum shall state the amount of capital 
with which the company proposes to be registered, divided into 
shares of a certain fixed amount. Beyond this amount the 
shareholder cannot be made liable, but, on the other hand, up 
to that amount the capital must be actual capital. ‘‘ The social 
contract,” eays Lord Davey, “is to be found, not in the articles 
alone, but in the memorandum and articles, and as much in the 
former document as in the latter. Therefore, in the ultimate 
adjustment of their rights inter se, which takes place before the 
final dissolution of the company, regard must be had to the 
primary obligation of every contributory to contribute the 
amount of his share to the assets of the company, and according 
tothe ordinary principle of equity the contributories have the 
right to have the adjustment made on the basis that ali have 
satisfied or will satisfy their primary obligation to the com- 
pany.” And any article or regulation which may be made 
must be subject to this fundamental condition. ‘‘ No contribu- 
a, So take or retain anything out of the surplus assets until 
he satisfied his primary obligation either by payment of or 
—. in account with the amount remaining unpaid on 


Similar reasoning determined the judgments of the Lord 
Chancellor and of MacnacuTen. The condition of paying 
up the shares in full is not a condition which applies only as 

inst creditors. Indeed, with this restriction, it would be 
unworkable. It dominates the entire constitution of the com- 
pany, and it is only when this has been recognized that the 
question of regulating the rights of shareholders inter se arises. 
“‘A limited company,” said Lord Macnacuren, “cannot in 
matters within the conditions of its memorandum go on leading, 
as it were,'two lives—one strict and precise and re , and the 
other a life of greater freedom and laxity, subsituting the 
easier yoke of social contract for the rigour of statutory 
directions. The confusion would be hopeless.” So long as the 
law is in doubt there may ae open of hardship in 
enforcing a liability upon one older for the benefit of 
another who never expected to be thus favoured. But in the 





present case the appellant had had his attention called to the 
peril in which he stood, and he had neglected the suggestions 
which had been made to ensure his safety. When once it had 
been settled that the issue of shares at a discount was opposed 
to the constitution of limited companies, there was really no 
ee but to carry out the principle strictly. The power of the 
shareholders to arrange their rights inter se according to their 
own pleasure is in no way interfered with. Provided they 
satisfy the fundamental requirement of paying in full upon all 
their shares, the articles can arrange, in whatever way may be 
desired, for the ultimate distribution of the assets. It is 
essential, however, that that requirement shall in the first 
instance be complied with. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
OFFICIAL CERTIFICATE OF SEARCHES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The difficulty of which the following is an example is of so 
much practical importance that you may be willing to give publicity 
to it, and thereby aid in removing the difficulty. 

The usual application for an official certificate of searches was 
made, and the printed forms duly filled up with three names 
against whom the searches were to be made. These forms provide 
a space for the addresses of the persons in whose names the searches 
are to be made, and in accordance with my usual custom, the 
addresses as given in the deeds were filled in with the addition of the 
words ‘‘ and of other addresses.” 

As time pressed, I also instructed my London agent to make an 
interim search, and he found an execution registered against the 
person in question, but under another address. 

I have to-day received the official certificate, which makes no men- 
tion of this execution. The only warning that the certificate is use- 
less is the following: The printed form of the certificate is, you will 
recollect, as follows—‘‘ This is to certify that a search has been dili- 
gently made in the office of, &c., for, &c., for the period, &c., in the 
names of,’’ and then follows a blank for the names in which the 
searches are made, but nothing is there said about addresses. Then 
follow the printed words, ‘“‘and that no judgment, &c., has been 
registered or re-registered in” [here follows a blank to be filled up] 
‘* during the respective periods covered by the aforesaid searches.” 

In this last blank the following words have been filled up, ‘‘ any 
one or more of the Sokal names, nor in the last-mentioned 
name and address.” [The italics are mine. 

This certificate is thus not only absolutely valueless for the pur- 
poses for which it was obtained, but it is worse. It is practically 
a trap to catch the unwary. ARTHUR J. GRIFFITHS. 

47, Old Steyne, Brighton, June 14. 





THE COMPANIES ACT, 1867, s. 25. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—Permit me to ask on what rest your statement that 
‘* prima facie the section requires the filing of the original contract.” 


y Own first impression, at all events, would be the contrary. What 
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the section requires to be filed is, not “ the” contract, but ‘‘a” con- 
tract. The filed contract need not be the original contract (if such 
there is) referred to in the memorandum or articles, or even to the 
same effect; for the terms may be, and not unfrequently are, more 
or less varied after the registration of the company. 
To me, all that the section seems to require to be filed is a contract 
in writing, determining that the shares shall not be subject, or to 
what extent, if any, they shall be subject, to any payment in cash, 
without necessarily disclosing in what other shape payment is to be 
made. In such a contract surely the mere acceptance of the shares 
(involving, as but for the filed contract it would do, pecuniary 
liability) is a sufficient consideration. 
I therefore respectfully doubt the correctness of Mr. Palmer’s 
view, that a contract not disclosing the equivalent for cash is 
insufficient ; though, having regard to the presumed object of the 
section—viz., the information of the public, I should myself, as a 
matter of precaution, always take care to let the filed contract shew 
what the allottee gives in lieu of money. L. W. L. 
June 14. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


GLASSE ». WOOLGAR & ROBERTS. No.2. 15th June. 


Breacu or Contract—Insunction—Spxciric PerrorMaNce or CoNnTRACT TO 
Let Rooms ror a Stnctzs Day—Svurrictent Remepy m1 Damaczgs. 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (41 Sorrcrrors’ JournaL 
508), refusing an application by the plaintiff for an interlocutory injunction 
to restrain the defendants from letting, or otherwise dealing with. the first 
floor of No. 58, Fleet-street, so as to interfere with the plaintiff or his 
nominees in thejuse and occupation of the same for the purpose of viewing 
the Queen’s Diamond Jubilee Procession on the 22nd of June. It 
a that the defendants had verbally agreed to allow the plaintiff the 
sole use of the first floor in question on the date referred to for the purpose 
aforesaid at the — of £15, and that they subsequently returned the 
money and repudiated the agreement on the ground that by the terms of 
the lease under which they held the premises they were precluded by 


covenant from sub-letting the same or any part thereof without the consent Oo 


of their landlord, and that the landlord absolutely declined to give such 
consent. North, J., refused the application, being of opinion that the 
plaintiff's ag od remedy was by way of damages, for there was no evidence 
that suitable rooms could not be secured elsewhere ; and that if the plain- 
tiff did get them elsewhere and had to pay more than £15 he could claim 
the increase of price as damages for the breach of the agreement. The 


a appealed. He stated that he had already let seats in the rooms 
question to other persons to whom he would be liable if he were 
prevented from his contracts with them; and submitted that an 


agreement for on for a single day was not such an under! as 
the court would take notice of. It was that damages would not 
meet the case, as, if given, they would be of no avail. The authority of 
Masdhiter v. Smith (3 ‘Times L. —_ . 673) was relied upon. 
Tue Court (Linpiey, Lorzs, » L.JJ.) the a: > 
Linoiey, L.J., said that the 4 eee must rely on his a 8 
for it was not a case for ific performance, and that t was & con- 
clusive answer to the appeal It was almost ludicruous to ask for —— 
performance ofa lease fora single day. In his opinion North, J., was 
uite right in holding that the plaintiff’s only remedy was by way of 
. Apart from that, it was to be observed that if this application 
were granted the defendants would be exposed to a serious risk of incurring 
the forfeiture of their lease. 


incurred. 
Curry, nes ey but preferred to base his j t on the first 
ground ment: by Lindley, L.J., which in his opi was sufficient. 
No one ever heard of granting specific performance even for a year, much 
less fora single day. The appeal must accordingly be dismissed with 
costs.—CounsgL, Warrington Q.C., and Lavington; Norman Craig. Soxtct- 
tors, Jordan § Lavington ; Windsor § Co. 
[Reported by R. C. Macxenzix, Barrister-at-Law.! 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
HALL & CO. v, TRIG@. Kekewich, J. 15th June. 


Practice —ConTempT—BrEACH OF INjUNCTION—ATTACHMENT—SERVICE OF 
Corrgs or Arrrpavits witx Notice or Morion—Proor or Sgrvicr or 
Oxpzer—Consznt Onper—Onrp. 52, pr. 4, 


This was a motion for the committal of, or for liberty to issue a writ of 
attachment against, the defendant for breach o made on 

| the 19th of February, 1897, in the above n, g him from 
soliciting the customers of the plaintiff company, in whose service he had 
been as a traveller. The notice of motion gave notice of the ntiffs’ 
intention to read certain affidavits which not include the vit of 
service of the of the ot February, 1807. Oounsel for the defen- 
dant took the ol that ord. 52, r. 4, had not been com- 


| 


213), and Rendell v. Grundy (43 W.R. 50; 1895, 1 Q. B. 16). Counsel for 
the tiff argued that as it was a consent order this was not a case where 
an wit of service was 
Kzxewicn, J., said that al the order was made by consent yet it 
was made by the defendant’s counsel and not by the defendant, and there 
was no evidence to shew that the defendant was t at the time or 
knew of the order. In cases where the liberty 
cerned his lordship thought the strictest 
and he could see no difference in the present case between an 
order and an order by consent; the preliminary o was therefore 
er orgy Warrington, Q.C., and Whinney ; ¢, Soxtcrrors, 
ter, Spicer, § Foster ; Rawlings § Butt. 
[Reported by R, J. A. Monnisow, Barrister-at-Law.)} 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 


Re THE MAGNOLIA METAL CO.’S TRADE-MARKS. No. 2. lith and 
12th May, 3rd June. 
Trape-Mark—GeocrarnicaL Worp—WorpD wich HAS BECOME Dzs- 
CRIPTIVE OF A ParticuLaR ArtTicLe—Parents, Destans, anp Trapr- 
Marks Acts, 1883 anp 1888 (46 & 47 Vier. c. 57, 51 & 52 Vicr. c. 50), 

ss. 64, 70, 10. 


aN from a decision of Kekewich, J. (reported ante, p. 312, 
45 W. R. 406). The facts are succinctly stated in the written j t 
of the Court of A) . Kekewich, J., ordered the register of trade- 


marks to be rec’ by expunging therefrom the three trade-marks of 
the ap’ t company—viz., (1) a device being the tation of a 
magnolia flower, without any words added thereto ; (2) the same device 
with the addition of the words ‘‘ Magnolia Anti-friction Metal,’’ the 
exclusive right to the words ‘‘ unti-friction metal’’ being disclaimed ; (3) 
the word * lia”? alone. The above-named ey one. 

Tue Court (Livpiey, Lorzs, and Riesy, L.JJ.) allowed appeal as 
to mark (1), and dismissed it as to marks (2) and (3). 

3rd June.—The a er of the court was delivered by 

stating the nature of the appeal, continued as 


Riosy, L.J., who, 
follows: All these marks were entered t in the 
name of another American company the Anti- Metal 


., the tive dates of the original entries being the 9th of F 
1889, the 5th of June, 1889, and the 7th of June, 1894. This last-named 
company, on or about the 29th of October, 1896, transferred the goodwill 
and assets of their business, including the three 
appellant company, who were entered as proprietors 

date the 5th of November, 1896. Marks (1) and (2) were registered for 
certain in class 6—viz., “‘ anti-friction metal bearings, os ae 
of machinery other than horticultural and agricultural machinery.” 
Mark (3) was registered for certain goods in class 5—viz., “‘ un t 
and partly wrought metals used in man .”’ The objections raised 
to the validity of the were in substance as hereinafter eet 


forth. Objection was taken to the word “ ” as an essential 


part of (2), and as standing alone in (3), on the ground that the appellants 
never had, nor had their assignors, at the date of either of the registra- 
tions an exclusive right to the use of that word—first, because it had 
been so used as to the manufactured article, and not the 
manufacturer ; ey, ee Se Somun tact character 
or quality of the meaning section (¢) of section 64 
Se Te ae- Marte Act of 1883, as by the Act of 1888 ; thirdl 
because it was a geographical name within the of the same sub- 
section. Objection was taken to the registration of (1) and (2) on the 


ground that the assignors 
or, at any rate, had not 
this country concerned with 


were registered. 

with the goodwill of which 
section 70 of the Act of 1883. These objections will wi 
order in which they are above mentioned. The case set up b 
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plied with, and that the notice of motion was and referred to 


the following cases: He Dunning (TL. 'T. 51), Taylor ¥. Roe (68. Le T.. 
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the time when they applied to be registered as proprietors of the trade- | had been the name of a place where the metal was manufactured, we 
marks (2) and (3), were not entitled to have them registered. In order | should have been by no means inclined to say that it would not bea 


that the name of an article may in any case be the trade-mark of the 
manufacturer it is essential that the name should indicate, not the article 
, but also that the article is manufactured by the person claiming it 
as a trade-mark, as distinguished from other persons also manufacturing 
or entitled to manufacture. When the article is made under a secret 
process, or its manufacture is protected by a patent, no person who has 
not acquired the secret, or o ed a licence from the patentee, can 
manufacture it. Accordingly, it is established as a general rule that, 
when an article is made under a secret process, or when the 
manufacturer of it is protected by a patent, the manufacturer 
or patentee cannot by any means entitle himself to a monopoly in 
the use, after the secret process has been discovered or the term 
of the patent has expired, of the name by which the manufactured 
article is exclusively known whilst the secret is undiscovered, or the term of 
the patentis unexpired. To what exceptions this general rule may be subject 
it is not neceseary for the purposes of this case to inquire. In the present 
case it cannot be truly said that the name ‘‘ Magnolia” distinguished the 
manufacture by the claimants of the trade-mark from the manufacture of 
the same article by other persons, and it is plain by the statement above 
set out that the name was given to the article whoever the manufacturer 
ht be. The case is essentially different from that of the trade-mark 

” of Barlow & Jones for an improved Turkish towel. The manu- 
facture of the improved towel was from the first open to the whole trade, 
the evidence proved, in the judgment both of Chitty, J., and of the 
of Appeal, that amongst persons in the trade, to whom alone as a 
the name ‘‘ Osman’’ penetrated, it was understood to distinguish the 
as being of the manufacture of the firm claiming it as a trade- 
and not of any other traders. In the present case it was suggested 
counsel for the appellants, as well as by the respondents, that the 
ite taken out in 1890 were bad. It is difficult to see how this could 
affect the right to the name asa trade-mark, that right turning upon the 
way in which the name has been treated by the persons claiming it as a 
trade-mark and not upon the legality of the s taken by them for their 
In this case, however, it is not y necessary to rely at all 

upon the patents taken out. For years before those patents were taken 
out, and before the trade-marks were registered, the word ‘‘ Magnolia’”’ 
had been treated, with or without additions thereto, as the name of an 
article manufactured by a secret process, and therefore presumably incap- 
able of appropriation by being registered asa trade-mark. Marks (2) and 
(3) being for the above reasons wrongly registered, it is not absolutely 
pci any Ag decide upon the objections arising on the construction of 
» sub-section (¢), but, as they have been very fully argued, we 

right to express our opinion upon them. The words ‘‘ Magnolia 
friction Metal,’’ when supplied to bearings, have obvious reference to 
of the goods. They cannot be understood in any other sense 
ting that the bearings are made of the then well-known 
h the name ‘‘ Magnolia ’’ had been given. It is equally clear, 
at the word ‘‘ Magnolia”’ alone, as applied to the metal, had 
0 reference to the character or quality of the metal, and, 
word had long before the registration in 1894 come to be the 
metal, we do not think that by becoming the name of a known 
be said to have had, within the meaning of the section, refer- 
character or quality of the article designated, notwithstanding 
character and quality of the article had been toa great extent 
ascertained by many persons as facts. The name Styles or Nokes has no 
to the character of the individual to whom it is given, though to 
those who know the character of the individual the name, when applied to 
him, will call up the idea of the man, and the experience of the hearer 
may at the same time suggest that heis a good ora bad man. The result, 
our judgment, is that this particular objection based on section 64, 
(e), succeeds as to mark (2), but failsas to mark (3). Mark (3), 
» has been held bad on the first ground. The objection to the 
Magnolia,’’ es being a geographical name within the meaning of the 
in our opinion fails as to both the marks (2) and (3). Itis no 
shewn by the evidence that there are places in the United States 
by the name ‘‘ Magnolia,’’ and if ‘‘ geographical name’’ in section 
b-section (¢), were equivalent to the name of any place, “‘ Ba 
name = neh places mentioned ood gn btn ope would fall within the 
exception. Bu our judgment, phrase ‘* geographical name”’ ia 
section 64, sub-section ie ht not in general to conti so wide an 
It must, we in the absence of special circumstances, 
be in so as to be in accordance in some degree with the general 
and popular meaning of the words, and a word does not become a geo- 
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graphical name simply because some place upon the earth’s surface has 
been called by it. Tor example, we agree with Kekewich, J., that the 
word ‘* Monkey’ 


’ is not proved to be a geographical name by shewing 
merely that a ‘mall and'by no means generally known island has been 
by that name. If, indeed, in its primary and obvious the 
word has reference to locality, as the word ‘‘ Melrose”’ in Van Ducer’s case 
34 Ch. D. 623, and on appeal, 35 W. R. 294, 34 Ch. D. 
word ‘‘ Eboli’’ in Sir Titus Salt Oo.’s case (42 W. R. 666; 
. 166) (from which Chitty, J., declined to distinguish 
the derivative ‘‘Eboline’’), it may well be a geographical name 
within the meaning of the sub-section. Even when the primary 
geographical, if the name is really a local 
name (however little known the a be), and the name is given 
because of the connection of the with the locality, whetber that 
or 


name within the meaning of the sub-section. 
is to be found in tie case of the word “ Apollinaris,”’ given to the 
water from a spring known as the Apollinaris spring. So, if ‘‘ Magnolia” 


only by those who give the name, it may well be a | mercial in 
An instance 





phical name when applied to the article manufactured in the place 
Cickie this mies. In mark No. 2 the word is so associated with 
the device of the flower as to show on the face of the mark what its origin 
was. But, as to both marks, the evidence shows that the word “‘ Mag- 
nolia’’ was adopted, not as the name of or in connection with any place, 
but after the flower, which again was named, as pointed out by Lindley, 
L.J., during the argument, after a French botanist, Magnol, and we 
should not have been pre to say that it was a geographical name 
within the meaning of the section if that were the only objection to the 
trade-marks. There remains to be dealt with the device of a flower, being 
mark (1). The only serious objection to that mark seems to be one aris- 
ing, not from the original entry on the register, but from the assignment 
of it. The Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co. was a joint-stock company, 
duly incorporated in accordance with the law of the State of New York. 
One of its objects was the manufacture of Magnolia anti-friction metal 
and Magnolia anti-friction bearings. The main, if not the only use of 
the metal consists in applying it to parts of machinery where it is of im- 
to avoid friction ; in other words, to bearings or linings of bear- 
ings made wholly or in part of the metal. In America the company, 
from 1886 until some time in 1896, when it ceased to exist, carried on a 
considerable business, not only in the manufacture of the metal, but in 
the manufacture and sale of the bearings. Among other trade-marks it 
was entitled to Trade-Mark No. 1, and procured that trade-mark to be 
registered in its own name as proprietor on the 7th of February, 1889. 
We do not think that it is made out that the — company or their 
redecessors in title ever sold any bearings inthis country. All that they 
Ria with reference to bearings (as distinguished from the metal in ingots) 
was to send over specimens to be used for the —— of promoting the 
sale of the metal. Indeed, it is not easy to see how, without establishing 
a branch man business in this country, any substantial business 
in bearings could p cally be carried on, as the metal has to be fitted 
to the bearings, which would generally, of course, be made here. If it 
were necessary to show that the appellant company or their predecessors 
in title had ever sold bearings in this country we should think on the 
evidence that they have failed to doit. But regard must be had to what 
undoubtedly was done. A small amount of business in the metal itself 
was done by the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Oo. previously to the 
registration of Trade-mark No. 1 by sales to one Stanley (who is a witness 
for the appellant company), but this appears to have been almost 
insignificant, and is not shown to have extended to bearings, though 
bearings may have been sent to him as specimens. Trade-mark No. 
1 having been registered on the 9th of February, 1889, we have evidence of 
the circumstances under which it was registered, for, two days before the 
registration, an agreement, dated the 7th of February, 1889, was entered 
into between the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co. and John Sugden, of 
Finsbury-square, therein called the agent. Clause 1 provided that Sugden 
was to have the sole agency for the sale of the Magnolia anti-friction 
metalin England, among other places, for a term of twenty-one years, 
renewable as therein mentioned. [His lordship stated the other material 
clauses of the agreement, and continued:] Onthe 25thof March, 1891, 
after the registration of Trade-mark No. 2, a further agreement was made, 
in substitution for the first, between the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal 
Co. of the first -_ and Sugden and J. L. Pound (said to be trading as 
the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Co. of Great Britain), therein called 
the agents, of the second part. Clause 1 provided that Sugden and 
Pound were to have the sole agency for the term of twenty-one years for 
the sale of the Magnolia anti-friction metal in England and other countries. 
{His lordship stated other provisions of the agreement, and continued :} 
All rights acquired under these two agreements passed to the appellant 
company on the transfer to them of the goodwill and assets of the + 
nolia Anti-friction Metal Co. True it is that the so-called agents in 
country were of the metal, and sold the same on their own 
account, and that there is no direct mention of bearings in either agree- 
ment. But, under each agreement, the agents were in an important 
respect, and Fagg waco J with reference to trade-marks, really and in law 
agents for American company, and the American company, whilst 
reserving to themselves all rights in the trade-marks, also bargained for 
an interest in the nature of a reversion in the business, which was being 
built up under a name founded upon their own, and used by their agents 
because they were agents for them. That business was proved to extend, 
not only to the sale of the metal in ingots, but to bearings also. Trade- 
mark No. 1 was proved to be stamped upon all ingots of the metal sent 
to this country. It was not shewn to have been stamped ee Se 
but the English company would be entitled to use it in connection with 
. In this state of facts, can it be fairly said that the business of 
the Magnolia Anti-friction Metal Oo., in connection with the goodwill 
of which the trade-marks, including No. 1, were transferred to the appel- 
lant company, was a business concerned with the metal bearings within 
the of section 70 of the Act of 1883? The words of the section 
are very wide, and ought not to be construed narrowly. Bearing in 
that the whole business in the metal had for its ultimate object, at 
if not altogether, the use of the metal for or 
in bearings was one of its objects, , in 
— in America, a se the 5 Baer sn Bags the —— ; 
the American company indirectly, during the existence 
ents referred to, by means of an English partnership trading under 
er: caraes Oe Saeteaas We Se Yan sae a clear com- 
terest in their and that they reserved a right in 
the nature of a reversion in the goodwill ‘of the business so being carried 
on, the question should, in our judgment, be answered affirmatively. The 
main object of the restriction upon assignments imposed by the Act was 
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to provent confusion or deception by euggeting tha the article to which 
the mark is applied continues to have some connection or other with the 
—— owner, and the present case does not seem tous to be 
wi the mischief intended to be against. The result is that, 
in ourj t, there is no valid objection to the assignment of the 
Trade-mark No. 1, and the order for the removal of that mark must be 
discharged. Appeal allowed as to mark + See ee 
and (3). —Govnsn, Bousfield, Q.C L. Witkinson, and Newton Crane ; 
Warrington, Q.C., and Sebastian. ean, Indermaur § Brown ; Sugden 


¢ Harford. 
[Reported by W. SHALLOROSS GODDARD, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


ROWLAND & MARWOOD’S STEAMSHIP CO. vo. WILSON, SONS, & co 
Commercial Court. 4th June. 


CHARTER-PARTY—DESPATCH-MONEY. 


This cace involved a question on the construction of a geet y: 
The claim was by shipowners for £22, balance of freight, the 
defendant kept back as despatch-money, earned, as they snaged, by dis- 
charging the vessel of her cargo in less time than that allowed > the 
charter-party. The facts were not in da and the question turned 
upon certain clauses of the charter-party. clause 2 four colliery 
working hours per 100 tons were allowed for . Olause 5 contained 
the provision: *‘ Any hours saved in loading to be added to the hours 
allowed for ———. .’ By clause 13 fourteen ~~ were caeoet be for 
= . Clause 21 ay as sooner sein fo ‘ 

wed, steamer to pay £8 a, Se i emer ae 
saved on the time towed for discharging.” the printed form the 
words ‘‘ loading and’’ appeared before the word ™ These 
words were struck out. Clause 23 was as follows: ‘* Demurrage over 
and above the said lay deys at 16s. 8d.per hour.” Two and three- 
quarter days were saved in loading, and seven and a-half days in dis- 
charging. The plaintiffs allowed Repateben in respect of the seven 
and a-half days saved in discharging, but Oe in respect of the two and 
three-quarter days saved in loading. e defendants now sought to 
charge the plaintiffs for the two and *, eh om days saved in loading. 
It was contended on behalf of the plaintiffs that they were not liable for 
despatch-money in respect of days saved in loading, and that clause 5 
referred only to demurrage. On behalf of the defendants it was contended 
that clause 21 must be read with clauses 5 and 13, and ‘that the time 
allowed for discharging was fourteen days, plus the time eaved in 


ing. 
Bruce, J., gave judgment for the plaintiff. He could not accede to the 
contention made ‘on behalf of the defendants. The fifth clause was 
intended to have application tothedemurrage clause only. It was truethat 
this might have been made quite clear if the parties had inserted in the 
fifth clause words stating in } som that the hours saved in | were 
to be added to the hours allowed for discharging for the purposes of 
demurrage only. But in mercantile documents it was not always reason- 
able to e t everything to be expressed with absolute clearness. Had a 
wider pplication of the fifth clause been intended, different words would 
have been used. The words would have been, any hours saved in loading 
to be treated as if they were hours saved in discharging. Olause 21 
applied only to the days saved in the time for discharging fixed by clause 
13. Baumvoli v. Gilchrest (1892, 1 Q. B., at thy was an authority 
that words struck out of a printed form might taken into considera- 
tion, and the fact that the words “‘ loading and’’ appeared in a mag a 
form and were struck out afforded strong confirmation of the view his 
lordship had exprecsed.—Counset, Socrutton; F. Laing. Soxscrrors, 
Botterell & Roche ; Ince, Colt, § Ince. 
{Reported by C. G. Wiieranan, Barrister-at-Law.j 
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Saturday ...10 ) Chan final apps Thursday ...12 
———— oe, ° = Any cause intended to te | heard as a short 
App motns ex isa book at ae py by Seen ne 
COURT PAPERS mots—appe from ords same can be put in the paper to be so 
Je Wed. .........14 a mt 9 mots ( SP | heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. aod | opps ap amry ara the sigue clack the dow 
Rota or Reaistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON Thursday oo 15 before the cause is : be put in the pon f 
Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Friday ......16 Chan final af By actions can en on any 
No. 2. Norra. STIRLING. oa y = om — than those appointed, due 
Mr. Farmer Mr. Beal Mr. Rolt Tuesday **"90 be given. 
King Leach Godfrey App motns ex p 1 Son Ol % 
Farmer Beal Rolt mots—apps from Pas RD Quascmnage! 8 Court. 
King Leach Godfrey Wed. .........2140n interlocutory mots (sep Mar. Justice STIRLING. 
Fariner Beal Rolt list) and Chan apps if Tues., June oF -Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
King Leach Godfrey req’ Wednesday 1 aieg +4 General paper 
i i ; Thursday .. 22} 
— x“ SS” a= Friday 18, Mots, aaj sums, and gens 
Mr. Jackson Mr. Pemberton Mr. Pugh a a apps Sat . Pt Lakes ? ‘ 
Carrington Ward Lavie Tuesday ..... 7 ee, basee No sittin 
Jackson Pemberton Pugh ” ie ‘App motns ex 1 T 8 
Carrington Ward Lavie mots—apps from aoe Wednesday ty Sitting in chambers 
Jackson Pemberton Pugh r 6 Thursday ...24...General paper 
oer - Wed. .........28(¢ on ae ocutory mots (sep 25M 
Carrington Ward Lavie list) and Chan final apps if Friday ...... 25.. ~~ , adj sums, and gen pa 
euch P required Saturday . 26 | — adj sums, 
= uw wil 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1897. Friday Pontar.... 25 Sing i chambers 
COURT OF APPEAL. (age motns ex. pte ~ongl Ratunday 31 Calter Wednesday 30 § a we sae 
. mots — apps from ords 4 ri | Mots for Kekewi 
Arrnat Covsr I. Monday,,,.. 19 ( made on interlocutory mots Tecstay ... 8 A motns ex pte—o: Thurs., July 1 t pa shi 
Final and interlocutory appeals from the (ie Q B final appeals if mot tom sad Friday ...... 2...Mots, adj sums, and gen pa 
—— ie the —— Tas’ required Wed on interlocutory mots ( . Sht caus, pets (i 
vorce, an ralty Division (Ad- sesday..... ? wopnenss pets for Keke- 
mutraliy pond the Queen’s Bench Division Wei... 21 ai! Q B final apps * {ii and Chan final A. oi Saturday ... 3 wich, J), adj sums, and 
‘itting in Bankruptcy. huisday ...22 Cc : m pa 
att ( Bkey apps and Q B final | Thursday ... 5 ‘ o— Palatine apps and Monday... .. 5...8itting in chambers 
(App motns ex pte—orgl Friday 23 | appeals - e ( Chan apps Tuesday ... 6) 
Tue:., June 15) Mots — apps from ords | Saturday ...24...Q B final apps - Oe We, .......4 7 General paper 
" Suse whan trent, — { App motns ex pte— orgl M nite stig 4 » Chan final apps Thursday ... 8 | Mots for Kekewich, J, and 
a req usrec . on) mots — apps from ords +a * “(gen pa 
16 Monday......26 re ‘ Tuesday 10 fs 
Toarsdny 7 1 |New tial paper | ” Siw tale eed App motns ex pte—ongi | Friday ... 9-Mote, oj sums and gene 
Friday ...... 18 ‘ Biey apps and new trial | Tyesday..... BR ' Wed. ... a raat re oiiiieg 26 segpeeeet oe for — 
Saturday ...19...New ‘trial paper : h Cmad = ew trial paper oo and Chan final apps if een pa }, S) came, & 
iM moth x pte—org! uired o 
App m — i we | veidey 30} ay apps and new trial Thursday ...12 . Chan final apps Tuesday 13) sitting mm chambers 


Monday......21 { made on interlocutory mots 
and Q B final apps if re- 


quired 
Tuesday ..... 
Wednesday | z Q B final apps 
Thursday 


Friday .. = 25 Bkcy apps and Q B final 


Saturday ...26..4 8 final apps 
App motns ex pte— org 
mots — apps from or 
Monday... ...28 { made on interlocutory mots 
and new trial paper if re- 
uired 


q 
Wednesday. New trial paper 
Thurs., July 


Friday ...... 2 7“ Bkcy apps and new trial 


3. New t trial paper 

App motns ex pte—orgl 

mots — apps from ords 

made on interlocutory mots 

and Q B final appeals if 
uired 


Monday...... 5 
Tuesday 
Wednesday ’ QB final apps 
Thursday ... 8 
9 { Bkey apps and Q B final 
Saturday .. p. a final apps 
App motns ex pte—orgl 
— apps from o 
Monday......12 { made on interlocutory mots 
and new trial paper if 
required 


Wednesday 1¢ New trial paper 
Thursday 
Friday ...... “a Bkey appe and new trial 


Saturday ...17.. Kew trial paper 


= | 





Saturday ...31...New trial paper 
, App motus ex pte—orgl 
Bas —apps from o 


Mon., Aug. 2 — on interlocutory mots 
and Q B final apps if re- 
\ quired 
Tuesday 3) 
Wed. .. 4'QB final apps 
Thursday ... 5 ) 
Friday 6 ' Lae apps and Q B final 
Saturday *.. QB final apps 
ye motns ex pte—orgl 
pam — apps from or 
Monday made on interlocutory mots 
and new trial paper if re- 
‘ quired 
Tuesday ...10) 
Wednesday i New trial paper 
Thursday .. 124 


N pyar Maret l Appeals (with Assessors 
will be taken on days to be appoin 
by the court. 


Apprat Court II. 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
voree), and the County Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. . 

App motns ex pte 
mots—a) pe foumndnionmae 

Tues., June 15 { on interlocutory mots (sep 

list), and Chan final apps 


a if required 
W asiey 16} 

Thursday ...17 § Fall court 
Friday 

Monday .. 

Tuesday 








N.B.—Lunacy Matters (if any) are taken 
in Appeal Court II. on every Monday 
at Eleven until further notice. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Cover I. 
Mr. Justice NORTH, 
ne , June -. “wen, and adj sums 


Thursday . T ' | Adi —— 


Friday ......18.. [7 and adj ~y * 

it caus, pets, fur cons. 
Saturday ...19 | po poe h 
ar = At 4 No sitting 


Thursday of Adi — 
Friday ..... 25...Mots and adj sums 

g¢ § Sht caus, pete, far cons, & 
bis adj sums 
Monday...... 28...8itting in chambers 
Tuesday ....29) 


Thurs., July 1 ) Witness actions 
Fri 2 


es 

Saturday 3 

Monday...... 5...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday 6 

Wednesday 7 

Thursday ... 8 > Witness actions 
Friday ...... 9 

Saturday ...10 

Monday ....12...8itting in chambers 


Tuesday ...13 . ‘ 
Wel... NE bce ape actions 
Thursday ...15 aun wih elles om om 
Friday ......16..,.Mots and adj sums 





Wi 
Thursday “45 Witness actions 
Frida . 16 


“a 
en 

Monday....19 _ Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ... 

. ae 3 

Thurs. ...... = | Witness actions 

Saturday ae | 

Monday...... 26...Sitting in chambers 

Tuesday ...27 

Wednesday 28 } General paper 

Thursday ...29 


Friday Yi ee, , adj omnes, ond Uae 
it caus, pets, adj sums 

Saturday ...31) ond gen pa 

Mon., Aug. 2. Sitting in chambers 


Tuesda; 








Wed. ..... 

Th 

Friday 

Satu mots & gen pa 
Monday. ees % “Biting bi in yee St 
Tuesday . “10 


Thursday ...12 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
se Ae aT eemusey been to be #0 


papers, 
vag tory of the pro} judgment or 
x, must be left vit h the judge's clerk 
on clear day before the cause is to be 
put into the paper. 


Cuancery Court IV. 
~— Mr. Justice Neg here 
e following will 
according to the days of the week :— 
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Monday—Sitting in chambers Frida) _..Mots and non wit list 
Posed oe s Peta abc oppomed FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Thursda’ ngwene Saturday |e list, including un- (Final List.) 
naan coat Jay Se Mes | cota... 5 eine te che pede dg ee ims, 
Adjourned, Summmenses.  rucsday, | Tuceda weve 6. tetiog In re T +3 Patent 18,719 of 1894 & Patents, oy &c, Acts, 
Tae ne 15, will also be Motion day, ey, | Wel... 7 | Wit list (In re Petition of J Yates app homas rom order of 
ted July 16, 1896 (s o 7 s after order 


Friday, August 6, will be the last day of Mots for North, J, and non 
hick notice of Motion can be given Thursday ... 8} wit list sie 


a 





without special leave. Friday and non wit list 
Saturday we July 3 and 10)—Short Pets, sht caus, procedure 

Causes, Petitions, and Adjourned Sum- Saturda 10 and 

monses. y ---49) non wit un- 
Actions for Trial with Witnesses will be 

taken on Tuesday, June 29, and con- Monday......12...Bitti 

tinued until the end of the following 8 

week. Motions and Unaopposed Peti- Wednesday 14 

tions will be heard during that period | Thursday "_.15 > Witness List 

by Mr. Justice Friday ...... 16 


ool 
be taken at other times. Notice will be Monday ..._.19...Sitting in chambers 
-» 20 


i'r in the Daily List. y 
Stirling’s Motions and Un- | Wed. ........ 
tions will be taken in Thursday ...22 ) Wit list 
Court while he is heasing Witness | Friday ...... 23 
Actions—viz., on Thursdays, July 15 and | Saturday ...24 
2. Monday......26...Sitting in chambers 
Tuesday ...27 
Wednesday 28 } Witness list 
Cuancery Covet III. Thursday ...29 
Mr. Justice BYRNE. Friday ...... 30... Mots and non wit list 
Actions transferred for Trial or Hearing | geturday ...81 Pots, et cane poe ant 


= wee be taken yA = —. in the aan wit 
use on every day of the Sittings, ~v 
from Jane 15 to August 12, both fa | Mon. Aug. 2.. Bitting in chambers 
usive. “ 
Business in the Liverpool and Manchester ban ay iany y 1 Witness list 
follows —— will be taken 85 | Friday ...... 6. Mats and non wit list 
Summonses in Chambers on every other caus, opposed 
Saturday commencing with Saturday, Saturday ... rf ure sums, and 


“Short Causes, Petitions, and | ‘7, 
Adjourned Summonses on every 0 
Saturday, commencing with Saturday, | qhursday ...12...General paper 


June 19 
N.B.—If the witness list should be taken 
on any days other than those above 
Cuancery Covar II. rs ted, due notice will be given. 
Mr. Justice ROMER. | en the witness list is taken, 
| further considera’ will not be taken 


ag June 15...Mots and non wit list 
We 17 | Wit list | Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
Friday ...... 18... Mots and non wit list 
Peta, sht caus, opposed pets, 
9}DP d c—- and non 
non wit list 
aa roposed judgment 
Monday ......55 | No sitting Pr court with the judge’s clerk one clear 
Wednesday 23 \ -wit list day before the cause 1s to be put in the 
Friday ......25...Mots and non wit list 
Peta, sht caus, procedure | 
Saturday ...26 sums, opposed pets, and | 
non wit 
Monday......28...Sitting in chambers 


@etnri. 1 





a 
j 
i 
& 
: 
g 
: 


paper. 

N.B.—The following Papers on Further 
Consideration are required for the use of 
the Judge, viz. :—Two Copies of Minutes 
of the pi Judgment or Order, 1 

y Pl Copy Chief 3 


3 
E 
@ 


Tuesday .....29 5 . ‘erti » 

Tueedey 5 30 4 Witness List with the Judge’s Clerk one clear day 

Thurs., July 1! Mots for North, J,and non | before the er Consideration is ready 
py SULY * ) wit list to come into the paper. 


——— 


COURT OF APPEAL. 

TRINITY SITTINGS, 1897. 

Apprat Court I.—Noricgs. 

Gueen’s Bench interlocutory appeals will be taken in Court I. on 
Tuesday, June 15, and afterwards on every Monday in Trinity Sittings. 
Bankruptcy appeals will be taken on Friday, June 18, and following 


Fridays. 
Queen’s Bench final appeals and new trial motions will be taken 
in Court I. in alternate weeks during the Sittings. New trial motions 
will be taken in Court I. on Tuesday, June 15, and following days in that 
week. Final appeals in the second week. 
On Mondays and Fridays final appeals or new trial motions will be 
taken, if there are not enough interlocutory or bankruptcy appeals for a 
day’s paper. 
Admiralty appeals (with assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days 
specially appointed by the Court, notice of which will appear in the Daily 
Cause List. 
Appzat Court II.—Norices. 
N.B.—Interlocutory appeals from the Chancery and Probate and Divorce 
Divisions will be taken in Court II. on Tuesday, June 15, and afterwards 
on every Wednesday (except Wednesday, June 16) in Trinity Sittings. 
N.B.—Subject to Chancery interlocutory appeals on Wednesdays, Chan- 
cery final appeals will be taken every day in Court Il. until further 


notice. 
N.B.—When the interlocutory appeals are not enough for a day’s 
paper, Chancery final appeals will be added on interlocutory days. 
Appeals from the Lancaster and Durham Palatine Courts (if any) will be 
taken in Court II. on Thursday, July 1, and Thursday, August 5. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Mr Justice Kekewich, 
), to come on with No 2 July 22 


passed 
Yates v Armstrong app of pit from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 


aw = 1896 (807 days after order passed, No 1 to come on with this) 
t 


incl Sep’ 
i peis for North, J | Boaler v Corporation of British Investors 1d & Co’s Act, 1862_ app of B 


Boaler from order of Mr Justice Romer, dated Feb 19, 1897 (security 
ordered) March 17 

Perceval v Perceval app of pit from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
March 30, 1897 April 14 

In re Deere, May v Gene eee en en of Mr Justice Stirling, 
dated March 11, 1897 April 15 

Payne v Small app of defts from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 9, 1897 _ April 15 

In re Phillips wes V Phillips app of deft, E G Phillips, from order 
of Mr Justice Stirling, dated April 7, 1897 April 21 

In re Grant Caunter v Grant of pit from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Feb 26, 1897 22 

In re Vibart Vibart v Vibart app of pits from order of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated March 10, 1897 April 24 

Plant v Bourne 4 of plt from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 


Saunders (applt) v Woodhouse (respt) and in re a Contract, dated Aug 6, 
1896, between Woodhouse & ors and Saunders of J from 
order of Mr Justice Romer dated April 7, 1897 April 26 

Browne v Greenfield app of aft, J Greenfield, from order of Mr Justice 
Stirling, dated March 11, 1897 April 29 

McMahon v Bond & of dft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 


March 22, 1897 April 29 
District Council of Branksome app of pltffs from 
order of Mr. Justice North, dated A: 10, 1897 May 4 
The Barry Ry Co v The Taff Vale Se ee en order of 
Mr. Justice Romer, dated April 14, 1897 ( not perfected) May 4 
In re Goode, Goode v Goodwyn 4 of pits from order of Mr, Justice 
North, dated Feb 10, 1897 May 
In re Williams, James v Williams app of dfts, J Williams & anr, from 
order of Mr Justice North, dated April 12, 1897 May 6 
In re Rai & Smith’s Contract & The V & P Act, 1874 app of 8. 
Rumney from order of Mr Justice Stirling, dated April 8, 1897 


May 6 
In re Whittlesey, Wnty BOT apy of Gite foam enter of BD 
Justice Kekewich, dated April 8, 1897 May 10 
In re Hodge, Green v Hodge app of aft, L F Williams, from order of 
Mr Justice Romer, dated Jan 13, 1897 May 11 
Booth v Rambert app of pit from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
May 6, 1897 May 11 
Symons v Ramsay In re Symons, Ramsay v Symons app of a 
——— meemags Soan r of Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 23, 
y 
In re Medows Bennett v Norie app of dft, W Potter, from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated April 9, 1897 May 13 
In re Machin & Bradshaw’s Contract & V & P Act, 1874 app of JH 
Crofts & ors from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated June 13, 1895 
(perfected Feb 10, 1897) May 13 
Pugh v Hartley —s pit from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 30, 1897 y 18 
FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved, 
(Final List.) 
1897. 
James v Ridet app of dft from —_ of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
May 16, 1896, at trial without a jury, Middlesex (ca v Jan 19) 
The Conservators of the River Thames v &Co&anr @ 
of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Bruce, dated Feb 12, 1897, at 
without a jury, (c a v May 7) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1897. 
genmacher V Watson, Todd. & Co of pit from judgt of Mr. 
a Wright» dated Feb 24, 1897, at it? Sta bat a March 8 

Wenlock v Baird, Thom ,&Co (Baird, Phomgem , ld & ane 
3rd parties) apP of from judgment of Mr ‘ustice Charles, dated 
January 13, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex (security ordered) 


March 29 
Pannenberg v Stockdale app of dft from im of Mr. Justice Kennedy, 
a jury ril 5 


duted March 25, 1897, at trial without Li Ap 
Graning & Co +, Berisford of dft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, 
dated March 27, 1897, at with special jury, K+ 


In re The Anglo-Argentine Live Stock & Produce 





Judgment Reserved. Moore. & Oruit, and Hill & Sons v The Mersey & Harbour 
(Final List.) —1897—Folio 201 (Admiralty) of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Howarth y Armstrong app of pita from order of the Vice-Chancellor of y, dated March 20, 1 10 

the County Palatine of ter, dated Dec 14, 1896 (c a v June 3) The Cascapedia—1897—Folio 202 Roddick v Owners of The Cattle & 
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Gaerne toes aetat el of the Mersey Docks & Harbour 
fe beer judgt ot Mi Justice comely, dated March 20, 
_ 1897 (00 tl after g of Aad, No 5) April 10 
v Branch & Son ion of pit from judgt of Mr Justice un. Setel dated 
Le 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex (security ordered) 


wik v1 : oe Evelyn Gold Mines, ld & anr app of dft F Oxley from 
udgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated March 29, 1897, at trial without a 
jury, yroegs April 14 

In re an Arbtn between the County Council of Kent and the Urban Dis- 
trict Council of Sandgate app of the Kent County Council from judgt 
po reg Cave and Lawrance, dated April 6, 1897 special case pt hd 


Tenbelion'v Smith & ors app of dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, 
dated Feb 24, 1897, at without a Py: esex April 14 
Pennington v Crossley & ao ld app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice 
Grantham, dated March 20, 1897, at trial atthens 6 009, Leeds April 15 
Small & ors v United Kingdom Marine Mutual Insce Assoc 1d app of 
dfts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew, dated March 15, 1897, at trial 
The Mersey ury, Middlesex April 22 
& Harbour (apple) v The Commrs of Inland 
respts) Revenue appof applts from judgt of Justices Wills 
& Grantham ds dated April 7, 1897 April 29 
Eawards v Steel, Young, & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
oe dated April 2, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex 


May 1 

A -Gen v Dodington app of the Informant from judgt of Justices 
Vaughan Williams and Wright, dated March 31, 1897 yl 

‘The Leeds Permanent a ——— Soc (applts) v Mallandaive, Sur- 
veyor of Taxes (respt oT May 6 trom Sage of Justices Wills and 
Grantham, dated Ap, ram ork 

J & P Coates = applts) v ‘Phe Conitninslences of Inland Revenue ( 4 
pg m jdgt of Justices Wills and Grantham, dated Ap: 

“Maxim N. 


stelat, &c, Cold & anr v Anderson app of plts from jdgt 
Sos aaa Wright, dated March 4, 1897, without a jury, Middlesex 

‘South Staffordshire Waterworks Cov Barrow app of pits from jdgt of 
Mr Justice —T dated April 14, 1897, at trial without jury, 
Middlesex 

‘The Carton Sienna Co ld v The Castle Mail Packets Co ld app of 
dfts from 0° Mathew, dated May 4, 1897, at trial with- 
& jury, 


: 


Clty. 1897 Folio 98 (Admiralty) Cormack v the SS Ripon 
City 's claim) app < of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Gorell Barnes, 
dated May 6, 1897 May 20 

The tu son | Harbour Collieries 1d v Earl Grey app of deft from judgt of 
J Grantham and Wright, dated May 14, 1897 May 21 

v a & anr app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
seve eg om May 15, 1897, at trial with special map y A May 22 
are &e, of New Windsor app of m judgt of the 
ood “Oict K stenry dated May 14, 1897, at thal without a jury, 
y 2 

Ayrton v Davis & anr app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Day, dated 
May 13, 1897, at trial Sithout a jury, Lidilesex May 24 

Oourt v Berlin & ors app of plt from judgt of Festions Wills & Grantham, 
dated April 12,1897 May 25 

May Saat» Angal app ot deft from judgt of Mr — Day, dated 

y 12, 1897, at trial without a jury, Middlesex May 

‘Lakey v v Mills & Knight (Crown Side) app of defis y= judgt of 
Justices Day & Lawrence, dated May 18,1897 May 27 

‘The Fanciers’ Gazette v E M A Holland (sued in respect of her separate 
estate) deft R Holland (clmt) Crown La: app of clmt from judgt of 
Justices Day & Lawrance, dated May 19, 1897 June 2 

tis dan slits bekeeen Richendioens 40k domeodl &Co app of M Samuel 
& Co from judgt of Justices Grantham & Wright on special case, dated 
May 15, 1897 June 2 

Tathom & Cov Burr » sve of plts from judgt of hee — Bruce, dated 
June 1 Tag at trial without jury, y, Middlesex 

Powell v The Kem: m Park Racecourse Co, ld a pee judgt 
of the Lord Justice, dated May 31, 1897, thout a jury, Middle- 

(16th June—Full Court) June 3 

(aplt, Commrs of Inland Revenue (respte) Revenue app of 

from of Justices Wright & Ridley, dated May 27,1897 June 4 

Te The ag er (England) Act, 1883, and In re a Refer- 

in the County Court ussex, holden at Hastings, between King 

v Eversfield (Crown side) “— - from judgt of Justices Day & 
Lawrance, dated May 25, =P 

£ROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, - auD ADMIRALTY DIVISION 

ing sr oda 

(With a Assessors.) 


“Qenem cl the 08 Wane, The Channel Coaling Co & ors v The 
Owners cargo and freight app of pits from judgt 

anit the President, dated Feb 18, 1897 March 5 “hth ; 
The Wooloomooloo—1896—Folios 264 & 278 (damage) The Owners of 
, theSS Emerald vy Hunt & ors app of pits from judgt of the President, 

* dated Jan 12, 1897 March 30 
Ths Progtiine1600—Felio 435 (de | ioe adgt of the President, 
o t 
dated Feb 9, 1897 April 21 ny bs ‘ ; 
(To be continued.) 
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In re Trade-Mark, 88,128 of 1889 & The of Proprietors of 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. Patents, &c, Acts "motn ontered the Canal 
CHANCERY DIVISION. in Witness List by order In re Rawlins Alder v Carson 
Davis v Matthews (first day of adj summonses) 
Tarrry Srrrmas, 1897. Willans v Wheable act In Gardner v Deacon 
Notices relating to the Chancery Oause List. Boyle v Daeth act In re Pritt Mackereth v Mason 
Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days | Incandescent Gas Light Co ld v | Inre Wyatt Gorfett v Phear 
Ry inity Sitti > act In re’ McMurdo Penfield wv 
stated in the Trinity Sittings Paper, with the following exceptions, ag suede 
Co ld In re Earl of Scarborough Lordi 


Mr. Justice North.—In consequence of Mr. Justice North sitting for the 
of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, June 29, until 
Saturday, July 10 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unopposed peti- 
tions will be taken by Mr. Justice Romer—that is to on motions on 
Thursday, July 1, and Thursday, July 8 ; unopposed petitions on Satur- 
day, Saturday, July 3, and Saturday, July 10. If the witness list should 
be taken on any days other than those above appointed, due notice will be 


ven. 

Mr. Justice Stirling.—In consequence of Mr. Justice Stirling sitting for 
the disposal of his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, July 13, 
until Saturday, July 24 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unop 

tions during that time will be taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich—that 
to say, motions and unopposed petitions on Thursday, July 15, and 
Thursday, July 22. 

Mr. Justice Kekewich.—The order of business before Mr. Justice Keke- 
wich will be as stated on the sittings paper. Actions for trial with wit- 
nesses Will be taken on Tuesday, June 29, and continued until the end 
of the following week. They will also be taken at other times. Notice 
will be given in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Romer.— Witness actions will be commenced on Wednesday, 
June 16. In consegence of Mr. Justice Romer sitting for the disposal of 
his lordship’s own witness list, from Tuesday, July 13, until Saturday, 
July 24 (inclusive), his lordship’s motions and unopposed petition s during 
that time will be taken by Mr. Justice North—that is to say, motions on 
Thursday, July 15, and Thursday, July 22; unopposed petitions on 
Saturday, July 17, and Saturday, July 24. When the witness list is being 
taken, further considerations will not be taken on the Tuesday, 

Mr. Justice Byrne will take witness actions every day in the order as 
they stand in his lordship’s cause book. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Byrne will take Liver- 
pool and Manchester business as follows :— 

1, Summonses in chambers will be taken on every other Saturday, com- 
mencing with Saturday, June 19. 

2. Motions, short causes, petitions, and adjourned summonses on every 
other Saturday, commencing with Saturday, June 19. 

Summonses before the judge in chambers.—Justices North, Stirling, 
Kekewich, and Romer will sit in court the whole day on every Monday 
(except Monday, June 21) during the sittings to hear chamber 
summonses. 

Summonses adjourned into court will be taken (subject to the witness 
list) as follows: Mr. Justice North on the days stated in the Trini: 
Sittings paper, and on Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Stirling, wi 
non-witness actions; Mr. Justice Kekewich on Fridays and Saturdays ; 
Mr. Justice Romer, with non-witness actions, except ure summonses 
which (if any) are taken every Saturday, and also on other days as the 
judges may direct. 


Chancery Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Saturday, June 5, 1897, inclusive.) 


Before Mr. Justice Nortx. No 52,389, &c motn of Triticine 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). ld 


Robson v Stevens act Hodgson v House act 
Smith v Rowlands act Harefield Grove, &c, Co ld v Web- 
Williams v Williams act ster act 
lane v Marie Rose Gold Mining | Jones v Jones act without plead- 
Co, 1d act (transferred from ings 
Romer, J) Jordeson v The Sutton Southcoates, 
&c, GasCo act 


In bang Eyre Astorg v Chichester 


Cook v Hough act & mf j 

Harvey v Henry act 

Earl of Westmorland v New Sharl- 
ston, &c, Co, 1d act 

The Provident Clerks’ Mutual Life 
Assoc v Law Life Assce Soc act 

The sears ais Quarries Co, ld v 

e act 


Smart v Edwards act 
Ta om H The New Briggate Arcade 
act 


Hood v Hawkins act 

Archer v Stone act 

Edwards v Bridgland act 

The Pioneerville Gold Co ld v Will- 


son act 
Stansfeld vy D’Este act 
The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co 1d 
v The India Rubber, &c, Works 
ld act 
Foakes v Drew act & counter 
claim 


Hunt v Worsfold act 
Nash v Dix act 


Wright v Long act 

— v Smellie, the younger 

British Publishing Co 1d v Barnes 
ac 


t 
hlan vy Cumberland act 
Britton v Skene act 


In re The Co’s Acts & In re The 
New Alburina Gold Mining Co, 
ld, motn entered in Witness List 

vNurse act . 
In > Thomas, Holmes vy Thomas 


Hall v Achard act 

Bell v Andrews act 

Goode vy Higgs act & motn for 
judgt 

Rose v Pile act 

Meaby & Co 1d v Triticine ld act 


€& motn for in 
diet, j (pleadings to be 


Morgan v Ai act 


act 
Hallett vy Hallett act 
a ue , Tickner, & Cold v Bur- 


act 
Attenborough v Jay act (pleadings 
to be delivered) 


act 
Wilson v Wilson act 
Glassman v Glassman, Gregory & 
act 


Co 
Twyford v Twyford act 
a = a v The Exploration Oo, ld 


Evans v Jones Evans v Jones 
Jones v Evans act, counter- 
claim and m f j 

Shields y Dobson act 

Trower v Radcliffe act& mf j 


Sees Savoye tym 
euma’ v 
Cold act 


The Automatic Brake san 
Sale Hew Meaas Crus Cs 

Batthyany vSykes act 

D Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v J 

sg tsa Hodgson v Hodgson 
ac’ 


Mander v Hurt act 
Pneumatic Tyre Co v Slee act 
Swail v Child act 


a te Sis Colepeper v Colepeper 


Damel & Arter v Whitehouse act 
Todd v Amyott act 
roe: Baggs | act 
Goldsmid v Incandescent 
Mantel & Stove Cold act 


ld & 
Co’s Acts motn entered in wit- 
Blaiberg ¥ Taylor act & mt 
v m 
The Dunlop Susanne Tys0 0o ld 
Oo id ee (pleadings to ‘be 
delivered 


Howard v act 

me Doe Er Tyre Co ld 
unlop e 

vGreen act 

In re Dawson 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 
Lovibond v Lovibond further hear- 








Inte Meaby & Co's ld Trade-Mark, 


Munday v White 


In re Cook 
In re Johnson 


Gen 
ee Sane Cartwright v 
In re Sillitoe Whittingham v Rus- 
coe 


Tn re Hi Heaphy v H y 
Tn re Col Prince v W: 
In re Tibbits & Settled Act 


In re Cadwallader Cadwallader w 
Laxton 

In re Penn & Jones’ Contract & V &: 
P 1874 

In re Townshend w 
Barber 

In re Lady Lianover Freshfield v 
Herbert 


BH 
lig 
Be 
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dare Works and Oollieries, 1d ) Jenkins v Jenkins act and counter- , Murray v Jenkins m f j (short) Aman v Puckle act (transferred In 
act (first day of witness actions) re) Godwin v Allbutt mf i from Q B Division) gl 
v Cocker act Vestry of St Mary, Battersea v/|In re Rogers Rogers v Rogers | Actien Gesellschaft fur Cartonna- In} 

Harris v Barnato Bros act County of London, &c, Lighting} adj sumns gen Industrie v Temler act a 
The Rhondda, &c, Ry Co v Port} Cold act In re Lacey, Royal General | Williams v Hopkins act In - 

Talbot Ry & Docks Uo act Crump v Arrowsmith act Theatrical Fandv Kydd further | Stephens v Hughes act hi 
Woodhead v Woodhead act The Birmingham Breweries ld v hearing of adjd sumns ly Bateman v Faber act &mfj In 
Whitwham v Watkin act Tompson act (without pleadings) | Leonard y Garton act & motn for (June 23, by order) oO 
Roe v Walpole act In re T W Robertson’s Patent pet judgt Palethorpe’s ld v Palethorpe Bros ac 
Malcolm v Griffiths act entered in witness list Constad v Warburton motn for | motn to be treated as trial of In | 
In re Wilson Wilson v Wilson act | In re Taylor Atkinson v Lord act judgt act (June 23, by order) ac 

&m fj &mtj Duveen Bros v Countess of Pem- Inr 
The Lee Arms Co v London & | Abbott v Partridge act (Birming- Further Consideration. broke act 

Westminster Contract Corpn ld ham D R) Hill v Hickin fur cou Pugh v Hartley act Inv 

London & Westminster Contract | Windmuller v Booker & Withers Bilby v London & Westminster su 

m ld v The Lee Arms Co act act (pleading to be delivered) Before Mr. Justice Kexewicn. Bank, ld act 
counter claim Croysdale v Sunbury-on-Thames| Causes for Trial (with witnesses). | Blumberg v Life Interest & Rever- 

Bennett v Robinson act Urban District Council act In re The Peruvian Corpn, 1d |  sionary Securities Corpn, 1d act The 
Clements v Clements act Connor v Harris act (Cheltenham | General, &c, Trust Id v The | Selim v Van Beveren issue for v! 
Brooking v Pearse act D BR) Peruvian Corpn ld act trial set down by order st 
Stephens v Stephens act Barrett v Barrett Act Roper v The "Teves Corpn, 1d | Aston v Pearse Pearse v Ashton Tow 
In re Romulus Norwood’s Patent, | In re Clark Clark v Dyer Fellv | act without pleadings(transferred | act & counter-claim to 

No 21,374,—A D—1891, and Dyer act from North, J) In re Hannan’s Virginian Gold by 

Patents &c Acts petitionentered | De Young v Chandler act &| Hoe & Co v Foster & Sons act Mining, &c, Co, 1d and Co’s Acts 

in witness list eS counter-claim (pleadings to be delivered) motn set down in the witness list Be 
Griffith v Tower Publishing Co ld | Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v | Balston vy Medway Paper Mill Co, by order 

act Stone act ld act pthd Woods v Perks act & mf j (Sitti 
Basset v New Brighton Graydon | Owen v Peters act Jervis v Abdy act (to come on | Oliver v Baker. act 

Castle, &c Co ld act, counter- | Blaiberg vy Mear act immediately before No 15) Dodson v De Reuter act 

claim & m f j Prechter vy New Rio Tinto Copper | Miller v Peel act restored Roche v Margrett act | 
Jones v Reed Ruck v Jones act&| Cold act In re Lister Kelly v Webster | Howlett v Ocean Building Soc act Wit 

counter-claim London & North-Western Ry Co v Foster v Gibson act 


Reed v Ruck act transferred from 
QB Division (to come on with 
previous act) 

G v Reilly act (without 

) 


Banfield v Higgins act 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 
v The ton, Davis Tyre & 
Valve Co act 

Walker v King act 

Wood v Asher act 

Lowther v Postlethwaite act 

In re Marsh Marsh v Joseph 
further appln on sumns, ordered 
to go into Witness List 

Teanby v Christmas act & counter 


Rodgers v Wood act 

Briggs v Waterhouse act 

Willis v J Weiner 1d act 

Harris v Lewis act 

Canynghame v Skewes-Cox act 
In re Whiter, Macalister v Whiter 


act i 
Faithfull vy Kemp act & counter 
claim 


The London & Foreign Contract 
Corpn Id v Goldbourne act & 
motn for judgt 

Backle v Wood act (transferred 
from Romer, J) 


. Sanderson v King act 


an —. act 

Yley v Hooley act 

Flood v Estcourt Estcourt v Flood 
act & counter-claim' (consolidated) 

Feltham & Co, 1d v Hudson act 

Davies v Jones act 


Middiesex Joint Stock Banking, &c, 
Co, ld v Blumberg act 

Fitton & Son y Holmes act without 
pleadings (first day of witness 
actions) after No7 

The Associated Press vy The United 
Press act 

Crute & Laurence v Ellis action & 
counter-claim 


British Motor Syndicate ld v British 
Motor e and Cycle Co ld 
act ( to be delivered) 

In re p, Hanrott v Wes- 


tendrap act (without pleadings) 
Coope 
Hutchinson v Papillon act 


cae v The Standard, 
&e, ld act 


————- v Kent act (transferred 
Q B Division) 


| Selby v Rose, &c ld act 








Rural District Council of Runcorn 
act without pleadings (first wit- 
ness day after No 53) 

Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v 
Smith’s Patentld act 

Sims v Doolette act 


Cavendish Land Co ld v Plumbly 
act 

Allen Everitt & Sons ld vy Commer- 
cial Consols ld act 

Nisbet v Saxon & Co act 

Turner v Tabor act 

In re W Gardner Gardner v Gard- 
ner adjd sumns set down as wit- 
ness act 

Lovely v Fotheringham act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and Adjourned Summonses. 

Dale v Powell act restored 

Elkins v Capital Guarantee Soc, 1d 
adjd sumns SamevSame adjd 
sumns restored (heard for Mr 
Justice Romer) 

In re Longton Longton v Welsby 
adjd sumns 

In re Brookes Colesv Davis adjd 
sumns (pt heard June 23) 

In re McLeod Stevenson v Staight 
adjd sumns 

In re Potter Clarke v Potter adjd 
sumns 

Teverson v Dyer motn for judgt 

Galton v Ching adjd sumns 

In re Mills Mills v Mills adj 
sumns 

In re Edwards & Settled Land Acts 
adjd sumns 

In re Phillips & Lee’s Contract & V 
&P Act adjd sumns 

Kaye v Brook adjd sumns 

Bastard v Bastard act restored 

In re Withington Le Breton v 
Sivire adj sumns 

Heileman v T Morgan & Co mf j 


(short) 
In re Baddeley Baddeley v Davies 


adj sumns 

In re Turnbull Turnbull v Tarn- 
bull adj sumns 

In re Bailey Gommv Bacon adj 
sumns 

— v Cassell m f j (Cardiff 


) 
In re Ashton Ingram v Papillon 


m fj 

In re Bentinck Bentinck v Chaplin 
adj sumns 

Gee v Betts adj sumns 

In re Lambert Lambert v Lam- 


act 
In re Coolgardie Mint, &c, Co 
(ordered to go into Witness 
List 


ieee’ v Dane’s Discount Co, ld 
act (advanced by order) 

Goodacre & Sons v Mather act, 
counter-claim, and m f j 

Prince Brew of Dunquah v African 
Mahogany Cold act 

‘Trustee of Property of C C Prance, 
&cv Prance act 

Cook v Williams act 

Ripley v Bandy act 

Adby v Willett act & counter- 
claim (No 5 to come on imme- 
diately before this) 

Willett v Abdy act 

In re Wood Prior v Wood act & 
counter-claim 

Taylor v Blake act 

Greenfield v Codner act 

Jenks v Ditton act (pleadings to 
be delivered) 

Hirsch v Hirsch act 

Bengough v Bengough act 

In re The British Gold Fields of 
West Africa ld & Co’s Acts 
(Ingham’s case) motn entered 
in Witness List In re Same & 
Co's Act (Rees case) motn entered 
in witness list with two adjd 
summonses 

Lord Battersea v Graham act 

Cox v Coaney act 

Rumball v Rumball act 

Harvey v North North v Harvey 
act & counter-claim 

The Portsea Island Building Soc 
(in Liquidation) v Winter act & 
counter-claim 

The Cornbrook Brewery Co ld v 
Gartsides 1d act 

Smith v King act 

In re Outhwaite Ellwood v Outh- 

— act 
oung v Higgs act 

Slade Pockett act 

Willshaw v Sell, the elder act 

Joseph vSutherst act 

Wilkes v The Edison & Swan 
Electric Light Co. ld act (pit 
dead) 


Smith v Langton act 

Haws v Harding & Sons act 

The Urban District Council of 
Handsworth v Derrington act 
Lofthouse v Easton act 

In re Kennett Buck v Kennett 
act 


The Preston Davies’ Ball Beari: 





bert adj sumns 


Cold v The Auto Machinery 
ld act : 





Waddilove v Waddilove act 
Hand v Croft act (without plead- 


ings) 

Beck v Hooley act 

Tabrett v Tabrett act 

Cole v Baker act & m fj restored 

Turner Pneumatic Tyre Co ld ¥ 
Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co ld 
act 

Paget v Paget act 

Holt v Hadden act 

Cummins v Jesson act 

Lovely v Morty act 

Gery v Bunnett act & counter- 
claim 

Studham v Abnett act 


afelrislegisiseds 


Arkwright v Davenport act Londc 
Metz v Huxley & Sidebotham act mit) 
Emmerson v Emmerson act Yurue 
Manners v J Pearzon & Son act mee 
Woodfin v Brown act Veuve 
Thatcher v Kelly act enfc 
a v New Hyroleine Cold act 
Bilby v New Guadalcazar Quick- 
silver Mines ld act Black 
Rogers v Wellcome act boat 
West v Templer act " poss 
Pape v The Mines Corpn of New C 
Zealand ld act 
Church v Stuart act Joseph 
Mason v Keays act MT 
Hall v Ogden act (Bradford D R) Glamo; 
Beck ld v Aron Bros act Bene 
King v Urban District Council of Co) 
Woking act Indust: 
Ballard v Poulton act Co, } 
Hazlitt v Wrexham & Acton Col- Bidaro 
liery Co ld act of F 
Coventry Machinists’ Oo ld ¥ Woolle 
Heleby Trading, &c act I og 
Causes for Trial (without witnesses), _ chur 
Parker-Jervis v Corbet act Oandel 
Rowley v Giunever act Co | 
Macrae-Gilstrap v Morris motn ~ anr) 
for judgt (set down by order) ~~ Eastert 
In re Fraser & Fraser 1d, The Man- ~ (petn 
chester Trust Id v Fraser & Otis St 
Fraser act (short) ‘ Paw 
In re Anstruther, Anstruther ¥ €8 
Anstruther motn for judgt - Conti 
Adjourned Summonses. Ez South K 
In reBloxsome Ro, v Bloxsome #1 Oake 
adjd sumns (plt dead) ee Pontypy 
In re James, Griffiths v James PB se 
adjd sumns (head of list, June 16 wi 
with witnesses, subject to pt hd) of th 
Perry v Williams adjd sumns, Trust 
June 16, with witnesses by order Moore 
‘| In re Russell & Connelly’s Con son, § 
&c adjd sumns, June 16, — 
witnesses, by order ) 
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In re Ward, Ridley v Hay adjd 


sumns 

In re LC Margetson and H S Jones 
adjd sumns 

In re Lutyenr, Lutyens v Totten- 
ham adjd sumns 

In re Uuchterlony & Thomas’s 
Contract & V & P. Act, 1874 


adjd sumns 

In re Freake Freake v Freake 
adj sums 

Inre Hummel Hummel v Hummel 
adj sums 


Inre Clayton Thomasv Dove adj 
sums 


Further Considerations. 

The Steamship Insce. Syndicate, 1d 
v Maibucher & Co furcon re- 
stored 

Townsend v Pepper fur con, motn 
to vary, &sumns to sell restored 
by order (June 17) 


Before Mr. Justice VavucHan 
WItiiaMs. 
(Sitting as an additional Judge of 
the Chancery Division.) 
Motions. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
W Brock & Son ld (transter pro- 


ceedings) 

African Landed Estates Co ld (for 
discharge of order dated June 21, 
1894, as regards applicant) 

Jondon & General Henk 1d (to com- 
pel attendance of witness) 

London & West of England Con- 
tract Co ld (leave to issue writ of 
attachment) 

Colonial Debenture Corpn ld (vary 
order refusing public exmn) 

Ormonde Gymnastic Club, ld (for 
leave to issue writ of attachment) 

Southern Counties Deposit Bank, ld 
(to appoint liquidator) 

Carey’s Cycle Uo, ld (to enforce 
order for call 

— & General Bank, ld (com- 


t) 
Yuruari Co, ld 
meeting in ) 
Veuve Monnier et ses Fils, ld (to 
enforce delivery of accounts) 


(to declare final 


Chancery Division. 
Black v Williams & Victoria Steam- 
boat Assocn, ld (delivery up of 
ession) 
Companies peerage: up). 


Peti' 
Joseph Bull, > % Co ld (petn of 
wd T Shaw & Co) 


—— Central Permanent 
“en t Building Soc (petn of the 
Industrial Securities Investment 

— ld ae sy of E A Hamblyn) 
y and Mines ld (petn 


ae an Thorn 
(Yorkshire 


) 
Dawe oh Id (petn of A Wit- 


Oendelarta Waterworks & 
Co ld (petn of J L Whelen & 


anr) 

Eastern Counties Bacon Factory ld 
(petn of Lalor and Kindersley) 

Otis Steel Co, 1d (petn of Laura 
Relton) 

G & 8 Bracknell 1d (ptn of the 
Continental Bottle Co 

South a Water Co (ptn of James 


Nabi _ Co ld 
© of P J Dunn and ors) 

» Jardine & Co ld (petn 

of the "Industrial and General 


1d) 
Moore Bros & Co ld (petn of Nichol- 
son, Sons & Danieis) 
‘a Son Id (petn of Morgan 


Gold Reefs of Western Australia 
ld (petn of G ED Durnford) 

—. -Western Pioneer Syndicate 

(petn of J H. Clemes) 

Liberty Consolidated Gold Mines 1d 
(petn of CO Frey) 

North Borneo Prospecting and Cul- 
tivation Syndicate ld (petn of W 
P R Newlands) 

British Gold Fields of West Africa 
ld (petn of C W Cornmell) 

Bonara Italian Steel & Tin Plate 
Manufacturing Co, ld (petn of 
G O A Sommer) 

F E Nash & Co, 1d (petn of W Kk 
Horncastle) 

International Water & Sewage 
Purification Co, ld (petn of T 
Potter & T Bayley) 

General Investors’ Syndicate, ld 
(petn of A H Miller) 

Globe Blocks Gold ss te . 
(petu of C J Fauvel & 
sanction echeme) 


Chancery Di 

Societe Vinicole de Taras ld (pin 
of Co and shareholders to rescind 
resolutions) 

Manhanset Steamship Cold & re- 
duced (pin of Co) 

Holborn Viaduct and Co 1d & re- 
duced (petn of Co) 

Shropshire Iron Co, ld & reduced 
(petn of the Co) 

Barrow Hoematite Steel Co, ld (petn 


Companies (Winding-up). 
Lyric Club ld (to set aside proofs) 
Lands Allotment Co ld (taxation 
of bill) 

London and General Bank Id (for 
leave to make a set off) 

General Credit Co, ld (to appoint 
new liquidator) 

Petroleum Distributing Co,ld (for 
delivery up of documents) 

Continental M litan Tram- 
ways Co, ld (as to surplus — 


Private Investors’ Assocn, Id , (on 
claim) 

George Newman & Oo, ld (as to 
proof of debt of George Newman) 

Land Securities Co, ld (as to security 
for costs) 

Same (same) 


Chancery Division. 
“~~ v T Daniel & Co ld (for 


e) 
Same v Same (for leave to cross- 
examine) 
Same v Same (declare dividend) 
Same v Same (for discovery) 





Before Mr. Justice Romer. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re Miller’s Patent ptn entered 

in Witness List restored (not 
before cecond week in Sittings) 
The Liverpool Mortgage Insce Co, 
ld v Menzies act (transferred 
from County Palatine of Lancas- 
ter) pt hd 
Uni Trust, 1d v Menzies act 


pt hd 
& American Mortgage & 
Trust Co, ld v Menzies act pt hd 
Manchester Trust, 1d v Menzies act 


t hd 
ssieaten v Addleshaw act 
Vernon v Reynolds act pt hd 
Abbott v Chaplow act restored 
In re C de Murrieta & Co, 1d, chy 
Murrieta & Co, ld ¥ r Industrial 
General 


ee 





Lagunas Syndicate, 
adjd sumns (heard "for Byrne, J) 

Howland vy Dover Harbour Board 
act (heard for Byrne, J) 

Temler v H Stevenson & Sons act 
(to come on immediately after 
No 19) 

Hawkins v Whitefield act White- 
field v Hawkins (transferred from 
Q B Division) consolidated 

Hilliard v Dale act 

Couper v Turness act 

Dasuwood v Messom act 

Temler v Actien Gesellschaft fur 
Cartonnagen Industrie act (No 
14 to come on after this) 

Attorney-Gen v Teddington Urban 
District Council act 

Martin, Wallis, & Oo ld v Barton 
act & counter-claim 

Beeisbarth v Perry & Co ld act 
Beissbarth & anr v Perry & Cold 
act (consolidated) set down by 
order Perry & Co ld v Bernstein 
avi for trial consolidated 

Farlow v McRae act 

A Frankau & Cov Woods act 

Parnell v Dredge act 

Dredge v Parnell act 

Kennard v Hollway act without 
pleadings (s o until award made) 

Sims v Whyte act 

Houghton v Byfield act 

Lane v Davies act 

Roddis v Ansell act 

Betts v Betts act 

Bilby v Fry act 

Lovett v Lovett act 

Somerset D: Commrs v Corpn 
a act set down by 
order 

In re Weddall Weddall v Weddall 
act 

Peat v Baines act 

Clark v Vand t act 

The Incandescent Gas Light Co, Id 
v The Soy ge ~ erent it Gas 
Lighting Co 

Thyne v The Elswick Cycles Co, 
ld act 

Leslie v R. B. Smith & Co act 

The Pneumatic ‘tyre Co, ld v West 
London Rubber, &c, Co, 1d act 

Same v Tubeless Pneumatic Tyre, 
&e, 1d act 

Macdonald v Colonial Finance 
rae aan ld act (s o until 
depositions filed) 

In re Dyson Dyson v Dyson act 

In re J Haddan’ ’s Patent—A D 
1892—No 13,614, and Patents, 
&c, Acts petn entered in Wit- 
ness List 

The Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co, 
ld v The Flight Cycle Co, ld act 

In re Martinengo Martinengo v 
Martinengo act 

Duleep Singh v Bristowe act 

Jacobi ns, my ld HP 
Stokvis, & da act (pleadings 

¥ io fee ie’ F Prod : 

‘abriques de ucts ue, 
&c v Caspers ac' = 

Turner v Thom: act 

Simon v Powell act 

The Acme Automatic Machine, &c, 
ld v The Sweetmeat Automatic 


ae nc ben, 
ay ig Me &c, Co, ld 
Bartoris v , Council of 
act 

a at 

oore Vv act 
T D Moore v Thor act 
In re Tulip Se LY sane 





Everard v Derby act 
v Bassett act without 


Thornton v Hunter act & counter 
claim 


Harrop v Mayor, &c, of Osset 
act 

Stainton v Hornsey act 

The Boston Ru Shoe Co v 


United States Rubber - _ 
ye 
Sy v ieee v 
+ Same Same v 
oo (consolidated) 5 0 
Michaelmas —- 
White v Adams 
In re Cotterill Cotterill v Cherry 


act 

Hamilton v Cavendish act 
Hutchinson v Alliott act 

H Pb es & Sons v Petrocokino 


Petrocokino v H Clark act 

The Incandescent Gas Light Co ld 
v Mundler act 

Curtice v General Press Cutting 
Assoc ld act 

Brown v Thorn Thorn v Brown 
act & counter-claim 

Graham v Forster act 


Adams v Page act 
vLamb act 


Cardinall v London Agency ld 

S... 
v — the younger act 

‘taede D R) 

inn 7 Baile — (pleadings to 

Vv ac 

be deliv ered)” 

Beswick-Darley vy Myers act 

ae ore eo apy -_ ht Co ld v 
Crocker 


oneal ¢ i kanes & See act 
Davisv Ohbrly act 
eS eee ~ 
Board o t of est 
Loudon School Diserict v Stales 
Urban District Council act 
v Wood act (Bristol 


R) 
Payne v Milward act and counter- 
claim 
Gomersall vy Gomersall act 
Senen. 9 Womans act & mf j 
J H Hawkins & Co ld v Carrington 


& V & P Act, 1874 adj sumns 
entered in Witness List 
Bedford v Daniel Melia & Co ld act 
oer ¢ ie North End 
y v Barrington (No 
Cement, Brick, Tile, and Lime) 
8 id Sa) 
tar Life Assce v act 
Hetley vy Webber act 
Ingram v Lap act 
Hauteuville v teuville act and 
counter-claim 
Newbury v Gibbon act 
In re Robertson & Du Cros’ Patent, 
19,497 of 1890, and Patents, &c, 
Act petn entered in wit list 


Croft v Gibbs é at 
"poring, bc Byadicate 1d aot ts 


PR. mene BES act 
Pullen v British 


operative ldv Auxili- 
ary Stores act to 
be delivered) 
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Macklin v Eliot act 

BR Gardner & Co ld v Hullenbach & 
Co and Bell and Campbell act 
(pleadings to be delivered) 

Mutton v Peat act 

Mercer v Phillips act 


Causes for Trial. 
(Without Witnesses and “emeauicaans 
Summonses.) 

Fell v The Official Trustees of 
Charity Lands adjd sumns 

restored 


In re Ponsford Britton v Toller 
adjd sumns restored 

Vernon v Boutall 
restored 


Francis v Pooles 


re Lawton & The Checkheaton 
District Council and V. & P. Act, 
1874 adjd sumns 

Bill v adjd sumns 

In re Telford Hodgson v Milburn 
adjd sumns 

In re Preston Preston v Bonney 
adjd sumns 

Inre Born’s Estate (expte Seaman) 


adjd sumns 

In re Short Budden v Barber 
adjd sumns 

In re Price Price v Price adjd 


sumns 

In re Peel & Settled Land Acts, 
1882 to 1890 adjd sumns 

In re Walker Walker v Lutyens 
adj sums 

In = os Thomas v Harding 


j sum 
a Sean Terry v Sweeting 


|j sums 
In re eS Woodford v Hesel- 
Paget ¥ ial 
v acluck case 
Kitson v Kinlock Paar 
Peter v Peter 7 sums 
In re Wootton Lindley v Lindley 
adj sums 
In re Good Russell v Mills adj 
sums tocome on with fur con 
In re Vi t Clifden Viscount 
Clifden’ v Baron Annaly dj 


sums 

In re Dolamore Hammond v Dola- 
more adj sums 

In re Cheney’s Settled Estates adj 
sums 

In re Buze’s Will Bazeley v Powell 
adjd sums 

In re Timmins Timmins vy West 


adj sums 
Colman Sage adjd sumns 
In re Fe v Carbutt 


siemens 
In re M A Rowe’s Estate adjd 


adjd sumns 


Farther Considerations. 


f 
In re Silvani, Silvani v Butler fur 
con (s.o. till after result of judgt) 
In roa ow Johnson v Bateson 


oat nl Mosley v Keyworth fur 
con, sumns to vary Master’s certi- 
ficate, and sumns for sale of 


furniture 
In re Blackburn, Newell v Black- 
burn second fur con 


Before Mr. Justice Brnunez. 
ee ‘a oe 
— v act (pleading to 

be delivered) 


London & County Banking Co, ld 
os «-theliper tad 


Transferred by Order, dated Jan- 
uary 21, 1897. 
Barnes v Story act 
vSweet act 
-Jenkins v Earl of Dunraven 
act (not before July 1 


The Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v 

Leicestershire Pneumatic Tyre 

Co & Automatic Valve Co act 

(not until further order) 

Gipps v Wynne act &mf j (No 

to be heard with this) 

The Southall, Norwood, &c, 

Council v Mousted act pt hd 

(not before June 28) 

Jarvis v Jarvis act 

Anderson v er Sheffield, 

&c, Ry Co act } doen 

Maconochie v J Livingston & Son 

act for trial set down by order 

(not before June 28) 

Groome v Ricci act 

Pneumatic Tyre Co, ld v English 

Cycle Co act 

Tiles v Lewin act 

Leggett v Gardiner act 

In re Carter Oarterv Lake act 

Paul v Paul act 

Tribe v Sage act & counter-claim 

Colthurst v Leathley act 

Lockyer v Harvey & Co act 

In re Treberne Weldon v Williams 

act 

Dawson v Thompson act Thomp- 

son v Dawson act (consolidated) 

In re Holt, In re Rollason Holt v 
Holt act 

In re Janes’ Petition, 1895, No 
10,920 petn ordered to go into 
Witness List 

= v Hanslop Parish Council 


Cooley v Holt act 

Viscount Hood v Coulson act & 
m f j (see note to No 7) 

Jamieson & Co vJamieson act 

In re Williams Williams v Bar- 
croft act 

Dean v Sercombe, Son, & Co act 
(not before July 15) 

White v Weston act 

Radcliffe v Mayor, &c, of Plymouth 


act 
In re Tiffin Tiffin v Hamilton 


act 
Mitchell v J Beach, junr act 
Hewett v Wyand act 
Attorney-Gen v Kirk act 
Davies v Townsend act 
Lock vCampbell act 
Carlisle Cafe. Cold v Muse Bros & 
Co (set down by order) 
Hunt v Tripp act 
Hallett v Musgrave 
motions 
Tanner v Tanner Act 
—" v Mine Contract Co ld 


act & two 


J Lot Sous v Wilkins act & 


Paget 7 Schwabe act 

In re Allison’s Patent, No 8,618 of 
oo petn entered in witness 

t 

Raby v Budd act 

Roy v Roy act 

Shep v Cooke act 

Ww v B Verity & Sons act 

Pye-Smnith v Marriott act 

London General Omnibus Co ld v 
Death 

De Barreto v Ridley act 

Walsall Rural District Council v 
Hughes act 

Beasley v lhofer act 

Wadey v City & Suburban Free- 
hold Land Cold act 

ine nyt ‘Tye Co ld v Wood- 


bridge act 

How v The Urban District Council 
of Carshalton act 

McLaren v Stephenson act for trial 
pes sp leadings set down b 
—* t of App, dated May 7, 


Transferred by Order, dated May 


Dickson v Eking act 
Pneumatic Tyre Co ld v_ Ixion 
Patent Pneumatic Tyre Oo ld 


act 
Midland Ry Co v Topliss act 
Laycock v Jamieson & W Tuke 


act 
C de Murrieta & Co ld v Galindez 
t 


ac 
Wilkinson v Storry act 

Prall vy Gann act 

Attorney-Gen v ee Rural Dis- 
trict Board 

Cameron v Smith act 

— Bros v Hirth act (set down 


by order) 
Lewis v Nantyglo, &c, Iron Works 
issue for trial 
Whitwhem v Manchester, Sheffield, 
&c, Ry Co act Dye & Fother- 
ingham v Patman act (without 
leadings) 
King v Myers act 


Salter v Bauer act 
In re Davies, Davies vAuger act 
ee 


Dalzell v Stirling act 

Attorney-Gen v Bull act 

Henderson’s Transvaal Estates ld v 

Barnato Bros act 

Stevenson v Harward act 

Bullivant & Co v Iberian Iron Ore 

Cold act 

Green v Hatchett act, counter- 

claim & m f j, and m f j on 

counter-claim 

Clark v Sharp &Co act 

Martin v O’ Driscoll & Co act 

Collins v Cooper act 

Grey vy Wallace act 

Birmingham Breweries ld v Jame- 
son act 

Parr v Tompson act 

Pneumatic Tyre Co ld vy Whymper, 
jun act, and six other actions 
consolidated 

McDiarmid v Hamnett act 

Sitwell v Worrall act 


al act 
Griffiths v uess of Bute act 


In re The ult Cycle & Tube 
Man Co ld & Co’s Acts 
motn entered in Witness List 


Allen v Pritchard act 

Thomson v Thomson act 

Clarke v Odhams act 

Rice tj Rice act, counter-claim, & 
m 

Bower v Browne act 

In re Marriott, Marriott v Marriott 
act 

Hawthorne v Scott act 

Marquis of Abergavenny v Parsons 
act 


Ibbetson v Clarkson act 

Bartlett v Spiking & Co act (not 
before Aug 1) 

Day v Challis act 

Ward v Mayor, &c of Portsmouth 
act 

Actien Gesellschaft fur Cartonna- 
gen Industrie v Walkington 


act 
Universal Industrial Syndicate ld v 
Eadie act 


Martin v Roberts act 

The Palmer me Co ld v Pneu- 
matic Tyre ld act 

In re Eagle Cardinall v Eagle 
act 





Tanton v Reeve act 
Douglas v Bolam act and thind 
party notice of dft 

Bieok v Brook act 

Birkinshaw v Hooley act 

In re Eastbourne De ld Arm. 
strong v Eastbourne Mansions ld 
act 


Tuckey v Barrett act 

Locock v Fortescue act 
Schroeder v Harris act 

Douglas & Bannatyne v Consort 

Deep Level Gold Minesld act 
oe? Swann act (Cambridge 
) 
- pennants Tyre Co ld v Rogers 


Ellison v Faweett act 

Haigh v Coltman & Baker act 
Hyndman v Crawford act 
— v Mayor, &c of Morley 


Matthews vSherrin act 

Mytton v Evans act 

Isaacs v Towell act 

Williamson v Haggas act 

The Home & Colonial Stores ld y 
World’s Tea Co act 

Brickwell v Faldo act 

In re oe Robinson v Robin. 
son 

Hopkins & & Son v Plart act 

Baker v Bevan act 

L de Rothschild v Miles act 

In re Hughes, Faberv Gye act * 

In re Von Dalmer’s Patent 6,327, 
and In re Morgan’s Patent or 
& eg Pa Act petn entered ig 
Witness 

Owen & Co ta v The Barry Ry @ 


act 

In re Lucas, Govettv Lucas acté& 
two third party notices of df 
Schwabe 

Brown v Collings act 

Lyons v Oakshette act 

Groom v Ricci act 

Wackett v Gingell, Son, & Co ad 

Bayliss v Campion act 

Attorney-General v Dinas Steam 
Colliery Cold act 

Lewin v Hood act 


In re Oakley, March v Oakley act 

In re Powell, Powell v Powell act 

Holthouse v Dessau act 

Dessau v Grueber act 

Robarts v Ormond act 

Genn v East Kerrier Rural District 
Council act 

Bernard v Nash act 

Bateman v Hertz act (plt dead) © 

Way ae Wey. ata sumns enteral 


Roe v Crews act A 
Ecclesiastical Commrs for England 
v Pinney act * 

Fricker v Van Grutten act 
Stepney v Barry Port & _— 
reath Valley Ry Oo act ic 
Pellow v Ohrly act . 
Ryves v Ryves act 4 
v MacAndrew act 


Lake v Archer Burton act + 


Kekewich v Smith act 


- 
Legh v Brocklehurst & ors act® 
mfj (Manchester D R) ae: 








discovery. 








tw 1897. 
Bul v Link act 
| Hippisley a Hippisley v Sweet act 


LEGAL NEWS. : 

OBITUARY. a 

The death is announced of Mr. Davin Lyzit, M.A., LL.D., barrie 
. reputation as a learned lawyer, and was at one 
Common Law tutor to the Inns of Uourt. He was the plaintiff ina” 
well-known case of Lyell v. Kennedy (8 App. Cas, 217) on the su es 


BMRA hates Gitte 


iy! 


INFORMATION WANTED. ,: 
Davi Lystt, M.A., LL.D., deceased, late of 11, King’s Bench- 
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Temple, E.C —To bankers, solicitors, and others.—Any person having 
the custody of any deed, document, or security, belonging to the above- 
named deceased thew ae nes te communicate at once with Lyell & Co., 
solicitors, 5, Fench -street, London, E.C. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


Disso.vrions. 


Freperick James Maw and Epwarp Prarr, solicitors (Maw & Platt), 
Mowbray House, Norfolk-street, Strand, London. May 21. 
Gazette, June 11. 





GENERAL. 


The benchers of Lincoln’s-inn have voted £250 to the funds of the 
Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


There has been a rather persistent rumour in legal circles within the 
ast few days that Sir M. W. Ridley is to be made a peer, and that Sir 
Edward Clarke is to take his place as Home Secretary. 


It is announced that a memoir of the late Lord Bramwell is in prepara- 
tion, and any of Lord Bramwell’s friends who have letters from 
him or memoranda of interest about him are req to send the same 
to care of F. Millar, Eeq., 7, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-street, 
8.W. Such documents will be duly safeguarded and returned. 

The Times says that the first International Congress of Barristers will 
be held at Brussels in the first days of August. The object of the Congress 
is to study and discuss questions relating to the Bar which are closely 
connected with the administration of justice and the progress of legal 
science. 

It is announced that Mr. Justice Holmes has been appointed to the Lord 
Justiceship of A in Ireland, rendered vacant by the death of Lord 
Justice Barry. . Justice Holmes was called to the Irish Bar in 1865. 
He was successively Solicitor-General and Attorney- General for Ireland, 
aod from July, 1885, to January, 1887, was one of the members for Dublin 
University, when he was made a justice of the Queen’s Bench, Ireland. 


The Legislature of New Jersey, says the American Law Review, by an 
Act passed on the 31st of March, 1896, abolished the anomaly of having 
lay judges of their courts, even those of the highest jurisdiction. But 
the lay judges died hard. Not being lawyers, they took the view that 
they had a vested right in their offices; that their a tmenta to those 
offices were in the nature of ee Federal Constitu- 
tion. They did not seem to unde: that the contrary has been held, 
in season and out of season, both in State and Federal courts, in regard 
all sorts of public offices. The lay of the last lay ju far more pathetic 
than the lay of the last minstrel, did not commend itself to the ears of the 
owe Court of New Jersey ; and its only result has been to demonstrate, 
+ t = demonstration, their unfitness for the duties of administering 

iw. 

In the Federal courts everywhere, so far as we know, says the American 
Law Review, when the judge enters the court to begin the 
members of the Bar face the court and rise. In France there is even more 
anne The members of the Bar bow to the oe 
return the salutation before taking their seats. In State 
Missouri, including even the Supreme Court, no attention is paid 
judges when they come in; the members of the Bar remain seated 
sorts of positions, sometimes with their sides or backs to the This 
is especially the case in the different yy of the St. Louis Circuit 
Court. In Room No. 5 the members of the Bar would not 
to rise, even if they thought good manners required it to be do 

that room, when the judge approaches his desk, the sheriff orders all 
persons in the room to find seats. 


At the Norwich Assizes on Saturday, says the Times, before Mr. 
Mathew, John Furness, solicitor, was indicted, un T 
80 of the Larceny Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 96), for, on the 
March, 1896, at Norwich, unlawfully pledging and con 
tse s certain mortgage deed and a policy of insurance with wh 
been entrusted, as attorney and agent, for safe cus an 
charged him with committing the like offence as on the 31st of 
December, 1887. The jury returned a verdict of oy. @ recom. 
mendation to mercy on account of the prisoner's age. learned judge 
web ene joa eich wate aceadeen te pont yet d 
was t t » an 
tharsfore it was Incumbent u m the members of it to act with the utmost 
f ee jay i  anbeaek at aes to three monthe’ 
on 0} e . e senten 0 mon 
ent without hard labour. 


The following is the rota of arrangements made by the judges of the 
Queen’s neat mn for holding’ their courts a x Trini 


s 


| 


Chief Justice (Lord Russell) and Mr. Baron | Ca 
Midland Circuits 


Pollock will be absent on the Oxford and 


engaged with company work and bankruptcy 
Oxford Circuit on July 21; Mr. Justice Lawrance 
Home and Western Circuits until about the 24th 
return will try actions; Mr. Justice Wright 
Court until he goes on the North-Eastern t on 
Collins is away on the South Wales Circuit, and 
July. will sit with a Divisional Court (sittings with 
Commission intervening); Mr. Justice Bruce will 

Court until he goes on the Northern Circuit on the 25th inst., where he 
will stop during the remainder of the si ; Mr. 
try actions and commercial causes until he 
July 8; and Mr. Justice Ridley, on his return from the North Wales Cir- 
cuit about the 6th of July, will proceed with the trial of actions. 








Warnine To rnrenpinc House Purcuasers anp Lessxes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the 
Examined, Tested, and 


particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. | 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 25.—Mesars. Giopy & Gropr, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Residences at Isle- 
of the rental value of £1,350 per annum, in one or more lots. (See advertise- 


RESULT OF SALE. 





Hi. B. Forres & Onaxyzate held a very snsoesstal snlool Lesstheld Property at 
the suet ee i me Tuesday last. following premises sold : 
No. 4, St. Mary’ ne, 2 ee * 610 
we. & + Sa tate | Rakes dee a = 
Laat ond Pranios known oo the Genin,” Minctesatech, = 
—, fe: ave eee oo op 1,410 
Nos. 3and 7, St.Mary’s-parade =... see nee wee oe ‘ot Bold 
The same firm also sold every lot except one at the Mart, E.C., the following day 
(Wednesday). Among the lots — 
156 and 158, St. James-road, mai? we ate eee, aw CE oe 
, Vietoria-road, Holloway ... vie bie oa we tee nh a 345 
Sinan aoa engl Vetaeodidotowiy “St 
er Ghifonterond ee ae oo 
8a. 2r. 23p. Land at SA oy mer cee. ae. 
A amy eethd g ~ oe Se te ae eae 380 
4 5. Appley-place ” ” ” - aoe ose oe ” ~~} 
The Deuragan High-strect, Homerton | a0 
No. 61, Lyon-road, Sas aes "Wot Sold. 


Resutr or Satz or Revensions, Lars Poxicres, anp Saanes. 
H. E. Foster & Crayrravy’s fo sale (No. 597) of the above Interests 


took place at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday of the Lots offered found pur- 
ERSIONS - iad 
Absolute ; To Colonial of the esti- 
Aas] ROE Shane tere ayy 
56 and Wardour-street, Soho, £240 per 
a Freehold Shops at Blackburn, Stocks, 
lives 56 and 24 > Mee Ge yo 8880 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE 
For £300 ; life 69 ... sia ao * 200 
For £300 ; life 64.. = eal a i. 825 
For £1,000 ; life 49 wee on | gs ‘290 
For £1,000; life6éo ca Terie 460 
SHARES: 
bas ” and “ Dail "Ni (H. R, Baines & Co., Limited), 5 
£10 shares, £7 ; 2 at £55 10s. ie Gr tan eo 
ee oe Co. (Limited), 1. £1 shares paid; sold for 
The total of the sale was £7,013 10s. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
DEATH. 


Cra -—June 12, at South Lodge, Russell-terrace, Leamington, Mary Ann, wife of 
Waancis Auguatar Onetwin, of Binelaghaw, aoliciier, cand 45 








WINDING UP NOTICES, 
London Gasette-—Faivay, June 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 









FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED 
Maxvens Lopar or rox Lovat Orver or Usrrep Brotaers Lixcouw Usrry, King’s 
. Arms Inn, High st, Lincoln. May 19 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarep mm CHancery. 
Asyssiniax Gowp Jewrttray Co, Lumrrep—Creditors are required, on or before July 10, 
tg to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ‘their debts or claims, to Mr 
William Wallis Fatcher, 13, Basinghall st 
Barrisn Inpra Runner axp Exrtoration Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
June 11, directed to be heard on June 23, dison & Co, Suffolk House, urence 





584 


THE SOL ICITORS' JOURNAL. 


———— 

| Csentuich, ‘Maser, Clapham July 3 Newbon & Co, Wardrobe pl, Doctors’ Commons 

| Fomnboen. asa Epwazp, Paddington, Cab Proprietor June 30 Norris & Son, Gray's 
inn 


hill, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named | 


not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 22 
Dopixy District Breweries, Limrrep—Creditors are 
their names and , and the particulars of 
Thomas Tallent, 4, Field ct, Gray’ sinn. Taylor & Co, 4, Field ct, solors to liquidator 
Haxwans Moust Citanrorre Wesr, eng ce tors are required, on or before July 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their ‘debts or claims, to 
Mr. oh Wingfield, 90, Cannon st. Vallance & Co, Lombard House, solors to liquidator 
Havraxi (N. Z.) AssoctaTep Gotv Rerrs, Limrrep (ie VotusTary LiquipaTioy)— 
itors are required, on or before July 26, to send their names and addresses, and = 
pe weed of their debts or claims, to Henry Times and William Antrobus Luning, 85. 
wall. Pavne, 11, Queen Victoria st, solor to liquidators 
Key West Cican Maxuracturie Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 27, to send their names and roy and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
—— Alderton, at the offices of Ledgard & Co, 138, Fleet st, solors to the 
Minna, Estates Conroratioy, Liwirzp—Petn for winding up, presented June 10, 
to be heard on June 23 Hores & Co, 52, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for the 
petoers ‘Not ‘Rotice ¢ appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
afternoon of June 22 
Norrares Evecrric Wire axp Cante Maxvuracturine Co, Limrreo—Creditors are re- 
quan. on or before July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
debts or claims, to John Edwin Whitman, Barum House, ‘Harrison rd, Halifax 
Sreamsuip “* Mura” Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before August 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sherinton 
—— Whittles, 22, King st, South Shields. Tindle, South Shields, solor for the 
iquidator 
Vicronta Prer Co, Linrren—Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send their 
aumeee and ae a and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Edmonds, 
70, ial rd, Port t 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED 
Reapixe axyp Disretor Women’s Benerit Fatexoty Socrery, West st Hall, West st, 
, Berks June9 
bet = eA Faizypiy Su BSCRIPTION Society, Victory Inn, West Mersea, Essex 
‘une 9 


uired, on or before July 28, to 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, June 4, 


A.tgyx, Wiittam, Normanby, York, Labourer June 30 Jackson & Jackson, Middles- 
Bears, Joszru, Meopham, Kent, General Builder July 6 Kingsford & Drake, Ashford 
Brapuey, Joszrn, Ilkley, York July 10 Calvert, Leeds 





eir debts or claims, to Arthur | 


i __ June 19 19, 1897. 








Pasuney, Taomas, R ter row, Westminster July 5 Rundle & Hobrow, Basing. 


st 
| Fox, Isasriia, West Vale, nt Halifax July 5 Lawton, Halifax 


Goater, Wii.1aM, Patching, Sussex, Farmer July 31 Green, Worthing 


| Gooprtcu, Eoxunp Ricuarp, Blackheath Aug 25 Gardner, Finsbury circus 


Greenovan, Toomas, Stockport July 2 Brown & Co, Stockport 


ee eeaialdl 


phates 


‘apical 


Gueexwoop, Apranam, Cornholme, Todmorden, Yorks, Weaver July 20 Sager, Tod. 


morden 
Grove, Carnentng, Worthing July 31 Green, Worthing 


Haiens, Hewry, Elland, York, Wool Buyer July1 Garsed, Elland 
Hau, Mary Axx, Clewer, Berks July 5 Williams, Brighton 
Hannis, James, Stok Damerel, Devon, Seed Merchant July 14 Gill, Devonport 


Hewsty, Jaues Witt1am, Upper Clapton, Licensed Victualler 
James st, Bedford row 


| Hasxers, Joux, Goosnargh, Lancs, Farmer June 25 Forshaw & Parker, Preston 


Hoapury, Henny, Pimlico, Draper July 3 Reynolds, West Smithfield 

Huppy, Joux, Barnsbury July 14 Stanley & Co, Theobald’s rd, Bedford row 

Joun, James Evan, Cardiff June 12 Harry Cousins & Co, Cardiff 

Lone, Joux Tuomas, Southport July 1 Threlfall, Southport 

Luye.t, Samvet, Weston super Mare July 15 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

eg Rev James, Liverpool, Presbyterian Minister July 19 Jones & Milne, 


verp 
—— ATHELSTAN James Bexsauin, Swanage, Dorset, Coal Merchant June 30 Slade, 


wanage 
| Rosinson, E1izaneTu, Marsden, nr Huddersfield July9 Hall & White, Huddersfield 





Scanetty, Joseru, Chidswell, nr Dewsbury July7 Ellis, Dewsbury 
Suaccies, Coarves Faepenricx, Hessle, York July 15 Holdsworth, Bush lane 
Suaw, Cr a8, Hebden Bridge, York, Wholesale Clothier July1 Sutcliffes, Hebies 


Bridge 
Graanew, Basti, Gosfield pl, nr Halstead, Essex June2l Beaumont & Son, Coggem 


Tay.or, Ciarissa, Haverfordwest June 24 Price & Son, Haverfordwest 
Taomas, Wiii1am, Hirwain, Glamorgan July6 Evans, Aberdare 

Tarp, the Rev Henry, Winford, Somerset June 30 Perham, Bristol 
Wapswortn, Exizaseru, Kirkheaton, nr Haddersfield July5 Lawton, Halifax 
Wuirtixe, Atrrep, Aberdare, Innkeeper July 6 Evans, Aberdare 


| Wuitixe, Cuantorre Any, Aberdare July6 Evans, Aberdare 


Wi.c008, Joseru, Derby, Hotel Keeper July 28 Sale & Co, Derby 
Woop, Besxsamix, Hulme, Manchester July1 Slater & Co, Manchester 
Wooprorrs, Wittiam, Old Change July5 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, Gray’s inn 


beteear Ogg Exma, Timberhurst, nr Bury July 16 Wigglesworth & Rogerson, Mam 
chester 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette. ye June 11. 
RECEIVING O 
Anpeew, Agruur Stup.ey, Chard, aes Taunton 
Pet June4 Ord June9 
Bares, Aurgep Burrver, 
Ki York Pet June 3 


bidgs, Carey st 
| Houtunesagap, Txomas, 


bldgs, Carey st 


oa, > xx James, Clapham High C Court Pet June 9 | | Jongs, Corser Eris, Shrewsbury, Salop. Auctioneer’s 
June 9 Clerk June 19 at 12 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, 


Baar, G & Sox, Winchmore a, Nurseryman Edmon- 
ton Pet May3 Ord May 31 
Bucano.tz, Peter Witw1am, St Paul’s Churchyard, Lace 
High Court Pet May18 Ord June 8 
Cox, Frepgricx Canaries, New Bond st, Surgical Truss 
Maker High Court Pet May 21 Ord June8s 
Cox, Joszrx ‘“ -¥ Leg eae General Dealer | 


Shrewsbury 
Mayo, Tomas 


High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


e9 Ord Jun 
Jenkins, a, m, lltyarad, ur Pontypxid, Labourer Camden ‘Town, Pianoforte 
Juned Ova J 12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey 


| Fou acar, Frawx, Brixton June 18 at 11 Bankruptey 


te, Tod H Builder June 18 at 11. Pe Royal Hotel, Crewe Tredegar Pet Ma: 
Bonk dan ging House | Joxxs, Cuartes, St Leonard’s June 18 at11 Bankruptcy 


Love, Wiiuram Henry, Cowes, I of W, Fishmonger June 
19 at 3 os oe Newport, I of W 

Cecru, Birmingham, Varnish S eee 
June 13 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingha' 

| Morais, Jouxw Howsut, Treharris, Grocer ad 18 at 3 65, Pet 


Muonipor, Tuomas SuerHearp, and Wiiuiam Mucniner, 
> 


Cox, Josern Fouiuey, Tavistock, Devon, General Dede 
Plymouth Pet June 8 Ord June 9 


| ameee. Davin, Teddington, Builder June 18 at 11.30 | Drake, Francis Ricnanp, Fulham High Court Pa 
24, Railway app. London Bri 


Chae Minshall, Chester | Eames, Sapag, sppomney, pion, Tailor’s Outfitter 
dd Pet June 9 Ord June 9 
Clerk Shrewsbury Pet June2 Ord ‘ane 9 
| Mange, Psrer, Lensdon, Devon, Farm Labourer Plymouth 
May 15 Ord June3 
Pet June5 Ord June 5 


AprilS Ord June 5 
y1S Ord Jun 
Jexxins, Daviv, Cilfynydd, nor Pontypridd, Labourer 
Pontypri 
Jovzs, Cerset Extis, Shrewsbury, Salop, Anctionay 
| Lewis, Taomas, Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, Butcher Ponty 
| pri Pet June8 Ord June 8 
JunesS Ord June8 
Mitts, Stzpaen, Midhurst, Sussex, Builder Brighton 
Noruay, Epwarp, Morpeth, Nurseryman Newcastleq@ 
June 18 at | Roserrs, Ricuarp Jous, Barrow in in Furness, Tobacconist 
Ulverston Pet June2 Ord J 


Frepenick, me Corn fn oy High Court Pet | 


y19 Ord June 9 j 


Leepuan, Tuomas, Sheffield, Seeeenaneie Traveller Shef- 
Mav 3 Ord June 3 
Lewis, Taomas, Ystrad, Rhondda. Glam, Butcher Ponty- 
Pet June8 Ord June8 
Macpowynet,, Joux, Queen Anne’s Mansions, West. | 
" h Court Pet April 24 Ord June 5 
Macas, Evwrx, Bristol, Tobacconist Bristol Pet June 9 | 


June 9 

Moses, Perez, Callington, oo Farm Labourer | 
Plymouth Pet June8 Ord June 

ware oT Brighton, Carman Brighton Pet June 


Normax, Epwarp, M ‘h, Northumberland, N; 
Newcastle on ‘tyne’ Pet JuneS Ord June inecoagel 
wm Georer Witt1am, Livesey, nr Blackburn, Chemi- | 
cal Manufacturer Blackburn Pet June3 Ord June3 





Carey st 
Waurers, Witi1am, Lianboidy, Carmarthen, Licensed 
Victualler P Ord 4 Surrn, jaune Come, West June 18 
ymouth Pet | Terex, Mitrrep, Norw 


brok: ke Dock” Pet June 8 
Woop, Tuomas, Plymouth, Pl 
Junes Ord June 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. } 


i, Sy fy Ty a June “ty 
Barzs, Aurrzep Burru 


@1 at 12.30 Of Rec, 


Nocent, James Freperick, Victoria st, Westminster June 
18 at 2.30 Bankruptcy b st 

Parxnouse, Jous, Uffeulme, Devon, B Baker June 18 at12 
Of , 13, Bedford circus, 

| Perper, CHARLES Danik1, Hemgtes oe 21 at 11.30 24, 
Railway y app, London py 

| Perxes, Tomas, ornton th, 
June 18 at 2.30 Bankru uptey tan blige, 

| Perry, Karte, eoycr ney = 
County court bldgs, Chi 

| Pou, by ep Bristol ge Butcher June 18 at3 Off | 


rs, Corn 
Berar, — Getic Lies 


Row insox, aA, Shrewsbury ae June 19 at 11 | 
Off Ree, 42, 8t John’s hill, 5 

Sxixver Broragss, h — Hardware Mer- 
chants June 18 at 11 tey bl 


oo. Gunmaker 


June 28 at 10.30 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Tuomas, Jounx, Haverfordwest, Licensed Vi June 


Se Queen st, 
i, Queen 6, Cormartien, ss aelin the 


Brows, C_E, Colchester, Jul Cups 7 Pixz, O Mocchedes, Mecahateasts Agut 3 
Eesex 2 at 11.15 = aaa” ” 8 une 
2 vivgitt, ete anppnaion 
AVIES, eck Ss. 
Fane 94 at 15 65, h st. Merthyr Tyafl | ing Avryrep Bortuz House 
Exoon, Watrze Epwazp, N Grocer June 18 at | eeper York Pet June 8 June 3 
12’ Off 5, Petty Gury Cuaruan, Wiiu1am Hewry, Queen Victoria st, Manufac- 
Cheetham, Lancs June 18 at 3 | turers’ Agent High Court Pet A; 2 Ord 


Byrom st, Manchester { 


June 5 


Stationer on 24 at 3 


Tinos, Farmer June 19 at 1 wih 


at 12 | 
Bayiss, Arrour bine) Gilmorton, 
Green, nr Halifax, Farmer | Lalenater Pet J 


Row inson, Rane Shrewsbury, Balop Shrewsbury 
8 ae "Om : bay Fs a Stafford, Grocer Wolverbamp. 
rmpson, CHARLES, n, 
ton’ Pet May 12 Ord June 9 
Sronm, Gee Gores, Liverpool Hastings Pet May 15 Ont 
Sronzs, | ae Wii, Li , or Blackbu: 
| Manufacturer Blackburn Be ed 


et June3 Ord = 
Watters, Wituiam, cs 
Victualler 


Lianboidy, Carmarthen, 
Pembroke Dock Pet June 5 Ord J 
| Weston, ey 4 Alfreton, ber Ee 
Plymouth me 


et May 19 Ord June 8 

ee THomas, "7 ~ hrenneell 
London Gasette.—Turspay, June 15. 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asrsury, Samugy, Crewe, Cheshire,;Farmer Ni 
Pet May 28 Ord June 11 
Leicester, Bul 


unell Ord June Tl 
! a usr, Sua, Clekheaton, » Yorks, Joiner Bradford 


wR, Tuomas Ewens, Stockton on Tees, ; 
Victualler . Stockton on Tees Pet June 10 Unt 
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Cotnyer, Joux Riveway, Gt Horwood, 
June 10 Ord June 10 
CrowpeR, 





T1LLIAM, Matlock , Ph = 
Pet June12 Ord June 12 ry 


5s ee 


July 5 Brunskill, @ 
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Dosast, Loxe Leo, Southwark st, Ironmonger High Court 

Ord June 11 

Benfieldside, Durham, Builder 

Tyne Pet Junei2 Ord June1? 

Pou, Genanp Marrivez, Lime st, Ci Merchant High 
Court Pet May19 Ord June 11 

Foro, Evuuxp Josep, Micheldean, Hereford, Farmer 
Hereford Pet May 27 Ord June 12 

Foster, Tom, , Yorks, Shopkeeper Barnsley Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 é 

Gasers, Haney Searen, Falham High Court Pet May 
18 une 11 

Gasex, Joux Faepericx, Ipswich, Timber Merchant 
Ipswich PetMay27 Ord June ll 

Gaxex, Wit.1am, Leicester Leicester Pet June 12 Ord 
June 12 

Gascony, Gzoncs Wit11am, Shrewsbury, Dental Surgeon 
Shrewsbury Pet June 12 Ord June 12 : 
cock, Ricwarp, Paddington, Stationer High Court 
Pet June ll Ord June ll 

Hetzer, Joun Sxaw, Southsea, Cycle Maker .Portsmouth 
Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Hewson, Tuomas, Knaresborough York Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 

Hut, Hexry Georce, Colton, Stafford, Farmer Stafford 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 ; 

Hotonam, Pararicx, East Ham, Essex, Cook High Court 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 ; 

Houzoyp, Aurrep, Halifax, Boot Maker Halifax Pet 
Jane 10 Ord June 10 

Hoorox, James Greaves, Highgate High Court Pet 
Junell Ord June 11 

Horxixs, Peter, Swansea, Timber Merchant Swansea Pet 
May 21 Ord June 11 

Joxes, Exxest, Forest Hill, Kent, Corn Merchant Green- 
wich PetJune 9 Ord June9 

Joxes, Hensent, Crumlin, Fireman Newport, Mon Pet 
June9 Ord June 9 

Mozcax, Anrnur Ricuarp, Neath, Glam, Boot Salesman 
Neath Pet Junel0 Ord June 10 

Pesaat, C A, Li 
Pet May 27 


Grorce, 
on 


Liverpool, Provision Merchant Liverpool 
Ord June il 
Raceett, Georcr, Woking, Builder Guildford Pet May 
15 Ord June 12 


Roverts, Feanis, & Co, Live 1, Warehouse Keepers 


Liverpool Pet May 27 Ord June 10 
Rosertsex, Anniz, Rhyl, Flints, Dre-smaker Bangor Pet 
June 11 Ord June 11 


Surrn, Henry, Bedale, Yorks Northallerton Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 
Srernens, Ennest, Ivybridge, Devon Plymouth Pet 
Juneill Ord June ll 
Srorr, Witt1am Geronce, Bristol Bristol Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 : 
Scuyze & Co, Commercial rd, General Merchants High 
Court Pet MayS Ord June 10 
Toorz, James, Camden Town High Court Pet June 10 
Ord June 10 ; 
Trarety, AO, Woodstock st, Oxford st, Butcher High 
Court Pet May 24 Ord June 10 
Vow Reexen, Jonn Henny, Leeds, Eating House Keeper 
Leeds Pet June12 Ord June 12 
Warson, Tuomas, High Longthwaite, Cumberland, Cattle 
Dealer Carlisle Pet Junell Ord June 11 
Witxins, Ceci. F, Great Winchester st, Buillion Broker 
Court Pet May 24 Ord June 10 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
Manks, Ji P oridd, a : Deal P 
Ks, Joux, Pontypri perhanging er Ponty- 
pridd Pet May 18 Ord May 24 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Asprew, Anruur Stup.iey, Chard, Somersets June 24 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 5p, et st, Taunton 
Bayuiss, Anrour Wit.ie, Leicester, Butcher June 25 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Boxp, Bexsamin, Southsea, Grocer June 23at3.30 Off 
Rec, Cambridge Junction, High . Portsmouth 
Brooxs, Epwanp, Orlestone, Kent, Blacksmith June 24 
at 9.30 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canter’ 
Bucuno.rz, Perer ‘WriutaM, St Paul’s churchyard, Lace 
ufacturer June 24 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
Cox, Frepgxicxk Cuanues, New Bond st, Surgical Truss 
Maker June 24 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Dixox, Josern Wi1114m, Darlington, Riveter June 23 at 
8 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Eastwoop, Mantua, Doncaster, Licensed Victualler June 
2%at2 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Gazzx, Joun Frepenrick, Ipswich, Timber Merchant June 
2%at2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Garrrrrus, Witt1am Epwarp, Llanrwst, Denbighs 
29 at 1.45 Queen’s Hotel, Blaenau Festini 
ALL, Hues Georos Curves, Kilnhurst, nr Rother- 
Bicklesmith June 23 at 2.30 Off Rec, Figtree 
In, Sheffield 
Hewson, Tuomas, Knaresborough June 2iat 12.30 Off 
Rec, 28, Stonegate, York 
Hu, Hearscore Henry, Derby, Blacksmith June 25 at 
11 Off Rec, 40, 8tMary’s gt, Derby 
Hosxex, Frepericx Joux, Truro, Auctioneer June 24 at 
J d 4 Pelton, y bowed J 
oPLInG, Tuomas, » , Joiner June 29 at 
10.90 Three Tuns Hotel, Durham 


June 


McNicoi., Jonx, Southport, Burgeon June 23at 12 Off 
, 35, Victoria wh, Lavexpond 
Masos, Epwix, Bristol, Tobacconist June 30 at 12 Off 
Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Marruews, Jesse, Brighton, Carman June 23at12 Off 
, 4, Pavilion bl Brighton 
Mowno, SurueRLawp GRaxviLie, Botley, Hants June 23 
at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge jnctn, High st, Portsmouth 
Perrexciit, James, Watling st, Solicitor June 24 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Ricuanps, Reus, Barry Dock, Cabinet Maker June 28 at 
11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
~~ Wasaas Avpenrt, Walsall June 24at11 Off Rec, 


nas Wi11am Georas, Bristol oe 30 at 12,30 Off 


ec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristo 


Taomas, Wii114m, Capel Quarryman 
J Wat2 ¥ 
> ta Fa ig nh “4 nt 2.00" Benk> 


Witxrssoy, Josern Wii.1aM, Sedgefield, Durham, Builder 
June 23 at 3 Oe Se SS ee 
Wiuis, Caar.es Jonx, a, Chemist June 24 at 
‘Woops, Joux Joseru, Great Grimsby, Skipper June 25 at 
11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ayprew, Arruur Sruptzy, Chard, Somerset Taunton 
Pet June3 Ord June 10 
Bayuiss, Arrnur Witiiz, Gilmorten, Leicester, Butcher 
Pet Juneil Ord June 11 
Bexyetr, Joux, Guilford st, Russell sq, Marble, &c., 
Worker High Court PetApril2i Ord June 10 
Bentiey, Sam, Yorks, Joiner Bradford 
Pet June10 Ord June 11 
Bippiecomse, THomas Ewens, Stockton on Tees, Licensed 
j ay pal Stockton on Tees Pet June 10 Ord 
une 
Bisnor, Faanx Jauss, Clapham High Court Pet June9 
Ord June 11 
Born, Bexsamix,'Southsea, Grocer Portsmouth Pet June 
10 Ord June 10 
Browx, Joux, Woking, Carman Guildford Pet May 5 
Ord June 11 
Cuiarkx, Tuomas, Mincing lane, East India Broker High 
Court Pet April2 Ord June 9 
Coins, Wit11aMm, Worcester, Licensed Victualler Stour- 
Pet May 27 Ord Junes 
Cottysr, Jonn Riveway, Gt Horwood, Bucks, Farmer 
Banbury Pet June10 Ord June 10 


Cox, Frepericx Cnaruus, New Bond st, Surgical Truss 
Maker High Court Pet May 21 Ord June 11 

Crowper, Wituian, Mail ‘own, Derbys, Plasterer 

Pet June10 Ord June 12 
a Houndsditch High Court Pet April12 
une 12 

Fostsr, Tom, Barnsley, Yorks, Shopkeeper Barnsley Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 

Greex, Wii114m, Leicester, Yarn Agent Leicester Pet 
June ll Ord June 12 

Haxcock, Ricuarp, Bishop’s rd, Paddington, Stationer 

hCourt Pet Junell Ord Junell 
Hawkins, Aurrep Tempietox, Bloomsbury sq, Accountant 
Court May10 Ord June 11 ; 

Hawxswortn, Epwarp James, Old st, St Luke’s, Picture 

fm Manufacturer High Court Pet April 27 Ord 
une 11 

Hetysnr, Joux Saaw, Southsea, Cycle Maker Portsmouth 
Pp 9 Ord June 9 

Hewsoy, Taomas, Knaresborough York Pet June 11 
Ord June 11 


Hotroyp, Atrrep, Halifax, Boot Maker Halifax Pet 
H June » Ord — 10 Highgate 
ooTon, James Graves. » 

h Court Pet June 11’ Ord June 11 

Jones, Cuartes, 8t Leonard’s High Court Pet May 12 
Ord June 10 

Jonxzs, Eanest, Forest Hill, Kent, Corn Merchant Green- 
wich Pet June9 OrdJune 9 

Jones, Henxpert, Crumlin, Mon, Fireman Newport, Mon 
Pet June9 Ord June 9 

Las, Feepericx, Peckham, Corndealer High Court Pet 
May 19 Ord June 9 

Marruews, Jesse, Brighton, Carman Brighton PetJune 
8 Ord June 10 

Mockusr, Frepericxk James, Wotton under Edge, Glos 
Gloucester Pet Mayi4 Ord June 11 

Morcoan, Anrnur Ricnarp, Neath, Glam, Boot Salesman 
Neath PetJune10 Ord June 10 

Pratstowe, Ricuanrp, and Faawx Marraew Extts Puats- 
Tower, Southwark, Hop Merchants High Court Pet 

Ro an b— ag hed Flints, D: k Bangor 

BERTSON, Annixz, Rhyl, ressmaker 

Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Suxzenotr, Mary Any Aoyes, North Finchley, Laundry 

Barnet Pet May 15 Ord June 9 

Surra, Henny, Bedale, Yorks Northallerton Pet June 11 

Ord June 11 


SrzrHens, Enxzst, Ivybridge, Devon Plymouth Pet 
June9 Ord Junel 
owes, pee Groroe, Bristol Bristol Pet June 11 





DRUGS WON'T DO. 
FRER TRIAL OF SOMETHING THAT WILL Do. 
You would be perfectly astonished if you were made 
aware of the many thousands of pounds absolutely thrown 
away from year to so-called curatives that are 
foisted upon a too willing to believe the 
specious arguments laid them. 
Even the hard-earned of the very poor are 
wasted in this way; in fact, it is to the ignorant, anxious 
to rid themselves of the various ailments which handicap 
them in the race for life, that such arguments are two 
Rh ak iin wt cheeks, 
ow, > rosy 
Ro oe ea ee 
tissues is going on every da 4-4 -y- E 
plished by the proper assimilation of food. 
It cannot be done with medicine. It can, however, be 
Fn Se: Pentel. ont 
Food . Tibbles’ is such a 
fe —_ , as it does, wonderful nourish- 
any other Food  Tibbles’ Vi-Cocos is not & 


is made in 64. packets, and 9d. 
and is. 64. tins. It enn be cbtsiaed from all chemicin 
, and or from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limited, 

60, 61, and 62, . 














FURNITURE 





June 11 

Twiss, Axx, Horton Farm, nr Wem, Salop Shrewsbury 
Pet May 14 Ord June 12 

Tyrre it, Apranam Oscar, Woodstock st, Oxford st, But- 
cher High Court Pet May 24 Ord June 12 

Vow Reexex, Jonn Henny, Leeds 
Leeds Pet June12 Ord June 12 

Warsox, Tuomas, High Longthwaite, Cumberland, Cattle 
Dealer Carlisle Pet June 11 Ord June 11 


Eating house Keeper 


RIENT COMPANY’S PLEASURE 
CRUISES by the 


Steamship “GARONNE” (3,901 tons 
from London June 23 and Leith June 25 


For Norway Fiorpvs and Norrn Carr, 
Returning to London July 19. 

For Norway Fiorps and Spirzsercry, 
Leaving London July 22, Leith July 24, returning to 
London August 20. 

For Barrio Cawat, St. Pererseuac, Stocxnoiu, Wissy, 
Corznnacex, Curistiania, &c. 

Leaving London August 25, returning September 23. 
String band, electric light, high-class cuisine. 


F to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
Branch Office 





or passage spply 
Avene London, o Tt to the West-End 
, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 











Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
EDE AND SON, 


ROBE MAKERS. 





To Her Majesty, the Lord Onanealior, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
and Gowns for Registrars. 

, and Olerke of the Peace. ee 
Corporation Lobes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


Law Wi 





. mg INSURANCE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 
N LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 


SUM INSUBED tm 1396, £388,952,800, 
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INSCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Tux Covuncit invite attention to the following scheme of education, adopted 
in 1892 with the object of affording assistance to Articled Clerks. 

For the benefit of Clerks resident in London or who are able to attend, 
these classes are held and Tutors give advice and assistance at the Hall of the 
Law Society. 

To those Clerks who are articled at a distance from large towns systematic 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation 
through the post has been formulated. 

POSTAL INSTRUCTION. 

In the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination 
‘the instruction is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the selected 
portions of hen’s Commentaries. 

For those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is 
afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following subjects: Equity, 
Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy, — and Magisterial Law, 
Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical La 

These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are 
waried each year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. 

These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend 
that the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the 
—- and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination has 


Ronks can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending 
library, for a sar 407 of a guinea and a-half to cover the course of work 
forthe Final Examination, and Stephen’ s Commentaries can be supplied to 
either Class of Postal Subscribers, at a subscription of one guinea, on 
application to the Tutor, Dr. West. 


CLASS INSTRUCTION. 

Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the 
classes should be joined after the expiration ‘of a course of Postal instruction. 
Students can oo ung classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the 


pa cree are roar where subscribers may study, and books are supplied 
without extra charge. 

Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors 

‘The Classes for Intermediate Students aro held in the Hall of the Society 
on three afternoons in each week during the following periods: August to 
November ; October to January ; January to April ; March to June. 

Students may subscribe for successive classes. 





Classes for Final Students are held at the Hall of the Society on f 
afternoons each week during the following periods: August to January 
January to June. . 

These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students 
advised to subscribe for a full course, and certainly for not less than th 
months, otherwise the work must necessarily be hurried. 

Students may join the classes either before or after the Intermedi 
Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, but i 
is = that they should avail themselves of both modes of 
struction. ; 

Subscribers to either Postal or Class instruction have the hy aro 
consulting the Tutors upon the work of the course in personal interview 
by letter at any time. : 

RESULTS AND HONOURS. 

The results obtained haye been satisfactory. At each of the ry twe 
examinations pupils have obtained honours, and the Lyon, me: 

a high one, exceeding 85 per cent. of between two and three andes a p 
who last presented the ves for examination. It has happened on s 
occasions that all Class pupils have been successful, and the samo 
occurred in the case of subscribers to the Correspondence Courses. 


TUTORS. 
Equity, Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy—J. Carrzr Harniso 
30, B ord-row, 0. 

Criminal and isterial Law, Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, 
Ecclesiastical Law, Stephen’s Commentaries—Lzonarp H. Waser, 
19, Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, W.C. 

FEES. Before — 

Subscription to postal instruction (12 months) £4 (12 months) £6 § 
Subscription to Postal instruction (2 years) (2 years) 8 
Class instruction (3 months) (5 months) 99 
For those who have previously « subscribed for 

Postal instruction . 
Class instruction (6 months) 
For those who have previously subscribed for 

Postal instruction . 

For three months’ Class instruction _.. 

For those who have previously subscribed for Postal instruction 
Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made payable to the Szcr 

and crossed ‘‘ Messrs. eas & do” Lu«rrzp.”’ 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lan 


After Ih 
xa 








OSTHEEN AESURANOE COMP ANY, 
Established 1836, | 
London: 1, Moorgate-street. | Aberdeen: 1, Union-terrace. | 
Accumulated Funds, 


The SIXTY-FIRST ANNUAL GENER L MEETING 
of this Company was held within their house at Aberdeen on 
FRIDAY, the 11th June, 1897, when the Directors’ Report 


The following is a summary of the report referred to :— 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. | 
The PREMIUMS received last 


THE IMPERIAL 
LIMITED. 


year 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 


Established 1803. 
1, Old Broad-street, E.C., 22, Pall om, 8.W., and 47 
Chancery-lane, -lane, W.C. 


Subscribed Sagi, £1,200,0005, Paid-up, £300,000. 
= a COMES | SMITH, General Manager. 


IFE ASSURANCE POLIC 

WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five, ~ 
Considerably over surrender vaiue given. 

| Speedy settlements and highest references. 

| 

| 


INSURANCE COMPANY | 
FIRE, 4 
Alse Reversions and Life Interests purchased, © 

T. ROBINSON, 
Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunder 


: 
BIRKBECK BAN 





£1,500,000. 








tod to | 
ernie Ae Oe rane ub the prcvions yan’ = 14-0) THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


——e year 
Pare mapouated to £399,556 lis. 34., or BT'1. per | 


cent. of the 
The SES 3 OF MANAGEMENT | ar ppd com- 
mission to SE oan 9 on eee ce eee hailed 
£286,111 12s. = or 337 per cent. of 
LIFE ae 
ASSURANCE BRANCHES.—The new assurances duri 
year reached in the te the sum of £440,480. 


 eiadeaina 
| Property, and Life 


(Estasiisuepd 1823), 


| Advenss Money upon these Securities. | 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £613,725. 
| 17, KING’S ARMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


Santh hnildi Ch y-l Lond 


INVESTED FUNDS = = = £8,000,000. 
Number ef Accounts, 75,061. 
INTEREST 








Interests in Real and Personal CENT 
ene aged lafe Policies, and demend. 
Two 


STOCKS, 
sold for customers. 








the 
"These new assurances yielded annual premiums 
So as &. 74., and single premiums amounting rel 


£2, 
TORAG — of the year (indluding interest) | 
was £352,939 1 ' 
Th CLAIME ascunted to £ £148,547 28. 9s” 
The EXPENSES of yi oe com- 
mission) were limited 10 per cent. the premiums | 


ANNUITY BRANCH.—The sum of ed lls. 8d. was 


REVE 


| seat LIFE INT 
UITIES 


YHE RATIONAL, REVERSIONARY IN- 
VESTMENT ,» LIMITED. 


RSIONARY oeanien (Absolute and Contin- 
ERESTS 


The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase. 
Apply to Szcrerary, 63, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 


SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
Small Deposits received, and Interest allowed x 


each com) a 
he SUARBOCic ALMANACK, with fll pe 1 
ree 


Telephone No. 65005. 
Telegraphic Address: ‘“‘ BIRKBECK, LONDON,” 
FRANCIS KAVENSCKOFT, Mai 


Founded 1867. 


» UIFE POLICIES, and 








Ths cholo FUNDO of the Lin De Depertacent 
e e t now amount 
ee. 

ing been unanimousl: at. it 
— tthe total amount to be distributed me 

shareholders for 1896 be £90,000, being dividend | 
pp my. moyen woke of 16s. pershese. 
Loxpvox Boarp or Dresgcrors. 

Colonel Robert Baring. Festinned M. Eat 
H. Cosmo O. Bonsor, Esq., Cares Sans James Tabbock 
M.P. 


| ACCIDENTS OF 


|'RAILWAY 
Estas. 1849. 


Tn e4. 


conRW Eiri. xX, 


ALL KINDS (Travelling, Riding, Cycling, Hunting, Shooting, & 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY & WORKMEN’S ACCIDEN 


INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE Gj 


CAPITAL, il ,000,000. CLAIMS PAID, £3,750,000. 
xzr.OoNMW D OW. A. VIAN, . 





Bt. Hon. gm Walkie, Bas. 
K.C.B, a | 


| 
| 
| 


Szceeranr.—R. W. ae 
Fir W. Mannering, Home 
Deragtuext. } Jos. Fowler, Foreign 8u 
Lars Dersnruent.—F¥. Laing, Actuary. 
Guat a or Tue Comraxy.—H, E. Wilson. 
the report, with the whole accounts of the | 


the 1896, may be obtained f. of 
conn fr i diene avencies- er 


Superintendent. | 
perintendent. 


lished 1772. 


PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 


SPINK & SON, Gotpsmrrus any Stivarsurrus, 17 amp 18, Procanuiy, W., and at 1 
| GRacecHURCH-sTRERT, ConnHILL, Loxpon, E.C., beg respectfully’ to announce that they acov 
appraise the above for the Lagat Prorzssion or ruxcuasr the sams for cash if desired. Em 





Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Lowis Battenberg, K.0.B. 














